
Comments for Ohio EPA Hearing 11-Feb-2011

I think the most significant struggle in human history is going on now. The title of Eric Pooley's recent

book, "The Climate War," strikes me as the best description of this era and sorts well with my

experience in the trenches fighting for the future of human civilization. While I concede that bullets

aren't flying, nor or any bombs being dropped, there are casualties and they're very real. Tens of

thousands of people have already fallen victim to heat waves, floods and other extreme weather events

consistent with the overwhelming consensus presented by authentic climate scientists. While this alone

is enough to weld me to fighting this most important struggle, what absolutely cements my resolve is

the knowledge that if we lose, not thousand, not millions, but billions of our descend ents, for the next

millennia or more, will be affected. We are facing a catastrophe unprecedented in its enormity!

There are many things that distinguish this conflict from more traditional wars, particularly the nature of

the "combatants." On one side you have honest, hard working, climate scientists, policy wonks, activists,

etc., and on the other psychopathic profit-maximizing fossil-fuel multinationals, sociopathic PR firms,

morally-debased power worshipping politicians, industry-funded scientist traitor/coil aborators, and

others who distinguish themselves by their degeneracy. Given that they're content to place the future of

civilization in jeopardy, for financial gain, I consider these people to be guilty of crimes against humanity.

On October 21, 2010, John Broder, reporting for the Times wrote, "the fossil fuel md ustries have for

decades waged a concerted campaign to raise doubts about the science of global warming and to

undermine policies devised to address it." Broder added that the fossil fuel industry has "created and

lavishly financed institutes to produce anti-global-warming studies, paid for rallies and Web sites to

question the science, and generated scores of economic analyses that purport to show that policies to

reduce emissions of climate-altering gases will have a devastating effect on jobs and the overall

economy."

So in order to protect profits, companies like Koch Industries, Exxon-Mobil, and many others mounted 14 (' l-f--

the largest war against science in human history. Tragically, they have been hugely successful so far. 	 40 uu

More than $500 million was spent in 2009 and 2010 to defeat comprehensive climate and energy

legislation that would've, at last, put a price on carbon, correcting the largest market-failure in all of

human history. At a minimum, they've effectively postponed action at the national level until at least

2013 or later. While there is much hideous evidence that damns these criminals, I have to believe they

were well aware of this statement issued in November 2007 by Rajeridra Pauchuri, the Chair of the IPCC:

"If there is no action before 2012," he said, "that's too late. What we do in the next two to three years

will determine our future."

So these miscreants may well have sealed our fate and sentenced a millennia of our descendents to

what Joe Romm accurately describes as "Hell and High Water." Billions may suffer a rid die, long after

these monsters pass away. And all so these immensely rich and powerful men can have more wealth

and power! As my rage grows incandescently bright I must ask, why are these criminals as yet

unindicted?
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Thankfully, I'm not alone. Penn State's Professor Donald Brown seems equally convinced that the fossil

fuel industry's behavior is extraordinarily criminal:

Without doubt those telling others that there is no danger heading their way have a special

moral responsibility to be extraordinarily careful about such claims. For instance, if someone

tells a child laying on a railroad tracks that they can lie there all day because there is no train

coming and has never checked to see if a train is actually coming would be obviously guilty of

reprehensible behavior."

Professor Brown goes onto add, "disinformation about the state of climate change science is

extraordinarily morally reprehensible if it leads to non-action in reducing climate change's threat when

action is indispensable to preventing harm." Citing the Broder article mentioned above, Brown notes:

• . . US corporate sponsored activities are helping elect politicians that have been influenced by

the most irresponsible climate change scientific skeptical arguments. These corporations are

clearly doing this because they see climate change greenhouse gas emissions reduction

strategies as adversely affecting their financial interests. This fact leads to even greater moral

culpability for American corporations because their behavior is as offensive as if the person who

tells the child that no train is coming when they don't actually know whether a train is on its way

makes money by misinforming the child.

I think it is particularly apt that Brown mentions children in his remarks because they should be our

focus. Aging rich men like the Koch Brothers aren't going to suffer the effects of Global Warming. The

bunkers the Wal-Mart heirs have built in Bentonville, Arkansas may well protect their offspring as well.

While there are victims suffering today, the worst will be visited on our children's children and beyond.

If our ancestors had as little respect and concern for our future as these climate war criminals do for the

future of our descendents, we probably wouldn't be here. We have a moral obligation to look out for

our descendants, who are in no position to defend themselves, obviously. We must fight for our children

and those yet unborn who have no other champions.

If we fail and the worst unfolds, there will be no doubt that these criminals will be reviled by their

victims. Although I don't know for sure, I hope our children's fate is not sealed. There is much that we

can do to make that less likely.
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Professor Brown concludes:

The internationza I Community does not have a word for this type of crime yet, but the

international cormmunity should find a way of classifying extraordinarily irresponsible scientific

claims about climate change that could lead to mass suffering as some type of crime against

humanity.

Let's start by defining th is crime, by naming and shaming these criminals. And let's ensure that the Ohio

EPA acts as a champion cf the public interest, a guardian of our future, and not be complicit in crimes

against humanity by igncriflg the overwhelming scientific consensus on Global Warming. We must act

now!

'http://www.nytimes.com /201O110/21/uS/politics/21climate.html

ii http://rockblogs-psu.eduZ climate/2010/10/a-new-kind-of-vicious-crime-against-humanity-the-fossil-fuel-
I nd ustrvs-d isinformation-C am pa ign-on-d. html
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Alan Stam
Professor of Biological and Environmental Sciences
Capital University
Columbus, Ohio

There is absolutely no doubt that the Earth's climate is changing and this change is
occurring in a dramatic manner which if continued will not bode well for all humans.
Scientific evidence of a human role in global climate change is diverse, theretically
supported, and compelling. Evidence supporting climatic change attributaLle solely to
natural causes is absent.

Thus, the relevant debate within the informed scientific community relates to the extent
of human influence on climatic change. As a consequence, the principle d(--bate within
society related to this issue has become one of scientific understanding vrsus the
economics of action—and typically this is economics of a short-term perspective. When
one takes a long-term economic view, the economic perspective shifts to 40ne that
supports action to mitigate excessive carbon emissions.

It is true that there will be short-term economic costs of adjusting to a red uced-
emissions economy. This, however, needs to be compared with the poteri tial long-term
societal impacts of a warmer globe: human health issues, responses to da image by
storms, flooding, sea-level rise, change in marine ecosystems, and decreases in
agricultural productivity, all will have associated costs that need to be co" sidered.
These long-term costs will be passed on to our children and grandchildren until action is
finally taken. The longer we wait to act, the greater the future costs that these and
other later generations will bear.

Global effects of climate change that receive the greatest emphasis in th	 media include
examples of loss of biodiversity, melting of glaciers, enhanced drought and increased
hurricane intensity, flooding, and sea level rise. When these are stated, it is typically for
other countries, regions, or states. As a result, these predicted impacts cf climate
change may seem irrelevant to Ohio, but the negative consequences of gIbal change
will not apply solely to other geographic locations. Right here in Ohio, we can expect
more severe storms year-round and flooding, exacerbated human health issues and their
associated costs, and increased threats to our forest, agricultural, and aqUatic
ecosystems.

The EPA's proposed common-sense rule to reduce emissions from the major polluters
first will push action on greenhouse gas emissions while spurring the development of
clean energy solutions that will have the added benefit of stimulating the state's
economy. In 2008, Ohio imported 32.7 million tons of coal. As a conseqience of such a
practice, approximately $1.9 billion dollars is spent a year to import coal from other
states. That money leaves Ohio's local economy.

It is important for us to think not only of energy independence in solely ntional terms,
but also at the level of the state. The more we become energy independnt through the
development and use of alternative energy technologies, the more that 0 Iiio's economy,
and Ohioans will benefit. The more quickly that we address our excess prduction of
carbon emissions, the more the environment and future generations will a iso benefit.



Testimony to the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
Friday, February 11, 2011

Hawaii is in the middle of the Pacific Ocean and offers a unique platform for science studies because of its
isolation.

Since 1958, atmospheric CO2 samples have been gathered monthly by NOAA on Mauna Loa, Hawaii. Without
exception, the amount of CO2 found in the air has increased each year, starting below 320 ppm in 1958 to more
than 391 ppm in 2011. However, the rate has increased to more than 2 ppm per year since 1998.

Science has also shown that increases in all greenhouse gases, in addition to CO2, are creating meteorological
havoc all over the planet. Problems include severe draught in some places; massive floods in others; increases in
dangerous fire storms; hurricanes, typhoons and tornadic activity; blizzards and ice storms in unusual places;
rising sea levels in places that can ill afford it, like Bangladesh. I saw only this week, that a rise in food prices
throughout the world, is being caused by weather unpredictability in food growing areas. Plant and animal life
cycles are being interrupted by climate change, and some are going extinct. Who knows, and does anyone want
to venture a guess, about how many human health problems are being caused by increases in green house gases?

Ohio is at the "heart of it all." If Ohio was a stand alone nation, it would be the 14th largest contributor of CO2
and green house gases.

This is why we need to take action in Ohio, and not blame someone else, far away, for the problem. We need to
do what we can.

We need to start with conservation. Why are lights left on all night in city buildings? Why is the heat and air
conditioning not turned down when people have left the building? Why are architects and builders oblivious to
where the sun is located in the design and construction of houses and buildings? Why do parked trucks and
locomotives, continue to run their engines, when they are going nowhere?

We need to continue to emphasize the creation of energy from the sun, the wind, and the earth. Solar, wind, and
geothermal sources are there for the taking. Native Americans have it right, when they honor the land, the sun
and the wind. These are proven energy sources, free of greenhouse gases. France has shown that nuclear energy
can be a significant resource, but their technology is different, and should I say, superior, to our own.

In the meantime, we need the EPA, as a regulatory agency, to apply constant pressure on utilities, transportation,
manufacturing, construction and all governmental entities, to reduce the creation of green house gases. The EPA
needs to use a stick and a carrot. Give incentives to real persons and to corporate persons to change behavior,
and hold us accountable for standards to be met.

Bob Krasen
566 Blenheim Rd
Columbus OH 43214
614.261.0754
bkrasen@columbus.rr.com











DAPC Green House Gas Tailoring Rules Hearing

2/11/11

My name is Mary McCarron. I am the Public Involvement Manager for Ohio
Environmental Protection Agency's Public Interest Center. I will be presiding over
today's public hearing.

Thank you for taking time to attend this hearing before Ohio EPA. The purpose of the
hearing today is to obtain comments from any interested person regarding Ohio EPA's

proposed rules.

Ohio EPA Division of Air Pollution Control is proposing new Ohio Administrative Code
(OAC) rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11. The intent of these new rules is to adopt rules
that are consistent with, and no more stringent than, the Federal Greenhouse Gas
Tailoring Rule and limit authority to permit greenhouse gases under the federally
approved Ohio New Source Review and Title V operating permit regulations to the
levels established in the greenhouse gas tailoring rule.

These rules have been filed with the Joint Committee on Agency Rule Review. Copies
of the rule are available for public review at Ohio EPA's Columbus Office and online.

All interested persons are entitled to attend or be represented, and to present oral
and/or written comments concerning the proposed rules. All written and oral comments
received as part of the official record will be considered by the Director of Ohio EPA.

To be included in the official record, written comments must be received by Ohio EPA
by the close of business, today, Friday, February 11, 2011. These comments may be
filed with me today or e-mailed to mike.ahern@epa.state.oh.us . All written comments
submitted for the record receive the same consideration as oral testimony given today.

Written statements submitted after today may be considered as time and circumstances
permit, but will not be part of the official record of the hearing.

If you wish to present oral testimony at this hearing today and have not already signed
the registration sheet, please do so at this time. The sheet is available at the
registration table. Persons will be called in the order in which they have registered.

There is no cross examination of speakers or of representatives of Ohio EPA in public
hearings. Ohio EPA hearings such as this afford citizens the opportunity to provide
comments on the official record. Therefore, we will not be able to answer questions
during the hearing. However, members of the panel may ask clarifying questions of the
person testifying to ensure the record is as complete and accurate as possible.



I will now read the names of those who have registered at this hearing and will give
each person an opportunity to testify.

Is there anyone else who wishes to testify at this time?

Seeing no further requests for testimony, I remind you that written corn rnents can be
submitted through the close of business today, February 11, 2011.

Thank you for attending. The time is now ______ and this hearing is adjourned.



COMMENTS FOR OHIO EPA
"TAILORING REGULATIONS FOR EMISSIONS"

February 11, 2011

I commend the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency for accepting its mandate from the

Supreme Court to regulate greenhouse gases, and I commend the Ohio EPA for now preparing to

implement these regulations in Ohio.

Ohioans get 85 percent of their electricity from coal. At peak power draws, that power

comes from old "peaker" power plants that are particularly 	 Iëmitters.

The result: a staggering amount of CO2 emission, Ohio's contribution to climate change.

Does climate change matter for Ohio?

The predictions are for more intense weather: droughts, floods, bigger storms. What

farmer would not worry about crop-flattening winds, crop-shriveling droughts, and pummeling

rains?
cTLca-

Extreme summer heat kills. It exacerbates smog. It affects the nerable pick andaged.

Droughts affects the viability of watercourses and wildlife. Warming weather allows

introduced invasive species to thrive where they might not have gained hold otherwise.

The effect on the Great Lakes? Perhaps uncertain, but likely imbalancing one way or

another, more water or much less water. Lake Erie, the shallowest of the Lakes, is the most

worrisome in the event of drought.

It is yet to be seen how climate change will ultimately affect and shift the weather patterns

of the planet, with effects here in Ohio. 	 ,i be /&c' -/c e

One step away - but not a long step -- from the effect of climate change in Ohio is the

matter of our own national security. When resources are depleted, peoples go to war. The nations

of the earth are now "next door". We are witnessing now, in Egypt, the anxiety and uncertainty



for our own nation that follow turmoil elsewhere. In the future, if not already, climate change will

be causing international conflict.

This is relevant today because we have the opportunity to limit climate change at least in

the area of our own influence, in partnership with other states under the direction of the EPA.

There will be much objection. Some will say climate change is not proved. They would

apparently be unhappy if we cleaned up the air, waters and forests of coal pollution, greened the

environment, advanced clean energy to be competitive with other nations, and got healthier "all

for no reason".
y ix	 11 -	 A''Itñ ft cI
I encourage the EPA	 to make decision that take into

account the long - or not so long -- view into the future, not just tomorrow, and protect the health,

'of Ohioans and the planet.

Marianne Gabel
49 Forest Ave.
Delaware, OH 43015
emgabel@gmail.com



BUCKEYE FOREST COUNCIL
'	 PROTECTING OHIO'S NATIVE FORESTS AND THEIR INHABITANTS

February 11, 2011

Via Electronic Mail

Mike Ahern
Ohio EPA
Division of Air Pollution Control
Lazarus Government Center
P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049
mike.ahern@epa.state.oh.us

Re: Comments on Proposed Rules to Implement Federal Greenhouse Gas Regulations in
Ohio

Dear Mr. Ahern,

I am here today to testify on behalf of the Buckeye Forest Council, its members, and the
forests of Ohio. BFC is a membership-based, grassroots organization dedicated to protecting
Ohio's native forests and their inhabitants. We are concerned that current proposals to burn
Ohio's forests for energy will be an enormous setback in the fight against global warming.
Consequently, we urge Ohio EPA to draft rules that regulate, specifically, the GHGs emitted
from woody biomass.

Ohio's forests are easily the state's greatest carbon storage asset, and should be protected
as such. Forests store more than 80% of all terrestrial aboveground carbon and more than 70%
of all soil organic carbon.' Forests of the continental United States stored nearly 14 percent of
carbon dioxide emissions from the power sector into new above ground growth alone during the
years 2002 to 2007.2

Nevertheless, today Ohio's forests are facing their greatest threat since the late Industrial
Revolution, when nearly the entire state was clearcut to fuel iron furnaces. As I speak, ten Ohio
coal-fired power plants representing 2,442 megawatts ("MW") of solid biomass are either

Jandi, R., M. Lindner, L. Vesterdal, B. Bauwens, R. Baritz, F. Hagedorn, D. W. Johnson, K. Minkkinen, and
K. A. Byrne. 2007. How strongly can forest management influence soil carbon sequestration? Geoderma 137

(3-4): 253-268.
2	 Booth, M.; Wiles, R. 2010, Clearcut Disaster: Carbon Loophole Threatens U.S. Forests, Environmental
Working Group, at 11; available at http://www.ewg.org/clearcut-disaster.



certified or pending PUCO renewable energy certification for the burning of wood fuel. 3 If each
of these power plants operated at 90% capacity factor, nearly 30,000,000 green tons of woody
biomass would be required to fuel them on an annual basis. 4 That would be an astounding 645%
of the tree growth Ohio's forests experienced for the year 2008 .5 Put simply, harvesting at the
rates contemplated in biomass applications before the PUCO would denude all Ohio forestland
within just a few short years.

Losing our forests would be a disaster for Ohio's ecosystems and the global GHG
balance. Moreover, burning those same forests as fuel would prove doubly disastrous. Wood
fuel actually releases far more CO2 than coal or natural gas. At the stack, carbon emissions from
wood-fired biomass facilities are 50% greater than from coal, and 300 - 400% greater than from
natural gas. 6 However, stack emissions are only part of the lifecycle emissions of forest
harvesting, which include fossil fuels used for harvest and transport, lost carbon sequestration,
and soil disturbance following logging. For instance, studies have shown that a, replanted clear-
cut actually gives off more CO2 than it absorbs for as long as 20 years.7

This figure takes into account the maximum percentages of biomass co-firing requested for certification in
the relevant Applications. See Zimmer, 09-1878-EL-REN, 1-10% of heat supplied, 1,300MW nameplate capacity,
(Application at G.10., I.); Miami Fort, 09-1877-EL-REN, 1-10% of heat supplied, 1,020 nameplate capacity,
(Application at G. 	 I.); Beckjord, 09-1023-EL-REN, 1-100% of heat supplied, 1,125MW narTleplate capacity,
(Application at G. 	 I.); Killen, 09-089 1 -EL-REN, up to 10% of heat supplied, 600MW nameplate capacity,
(Application at G. 10., I.); Burger, 09-1940-EL-REN, 51-100% of heat supplied, 312MW nameplate capacity,
(Application at G. 	 I.); Bay Shore Unit 1, 09-1042-EL-REN, 0-25% of heat supplied, 136MW nameplate capacity
(Application at G. 	 I.); Conesville Unit 3, 09-1860-EL-REN, up to 100% of heat supplied, 16 5M nameplate
capacity, (Application at G. 	 I.); Muskingum River, 10-0911-EL-REN, up to —15% heat supplied, 1,425 MW
nameplate capacity, (Application atG.lO.a., I.); Picway, 10-387-EL-REN, 5-100% of heat supplied, 100MW
nameplate capacity, (Application at G. 	 I.); South Point, 09-1043-EL-REN, 100% of heat supplied, 200MW
nameplate capacity, (Application at G. 	 I.).

Calculation: 1.5 green tons (x) 2,442MW (x) 24 hours (x) 365days (x) .90 capacity factor = 28,879,092
tons of green wood per year. See Bergman, Richard, et al: Primer on Wood Biomass for Energy, produced by the
U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service and the Forest Products Laboratory, page 1 (January 2008);
http://www.fpl.fs.fed.us/documnts/tmu/biolnass  energy/primer on wood biomass for energypdf. 1MW = 1.5
green tons (x) 24 hours (x) 365days = 13,140, or approximately 13,000 green tons per MW.

Calculation: 28,879,092 green tons potential Ohio MW demand (I) 4,477,760 green tons 2008 net annual

non-removed growth = 6.45 or 645% of non-removed 2008 Ohio net annual forestland growth. See Widmann,
R.H.; Butler, B.J.; Balser, D. 2010. Ohio's forest resources, 2008. Res. Note NRS-63. Newtown Square, PA: U.S.
Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Northern Research Station, at page 1; available at:
http://www.nrs.fs.fed.us/pubs/m/m 	 .pd (discussing volume of Ohio forests and harvests in cubic feet). There
are 2.3 tons in one stacked cord of wood. US forest Service Directive - Timber Management, R2 SUPPLEMENT
2400-96-2, page 7 of 7 (Effective Date December 16, 1996);
http ://www . 	 1 .doc. One cord is equivalent tc 128 cubic feet. Id.
6	 Department of Energy, Table-b www.eia.doe.gov/cneaf/electricity/ page/co2 report/cQ 2emiss.pdf. Coal =
2,117 lbs CO2 per MWhr Petroleum = 1,915 lbs CO2 per MWhr Gas = 1, 314 lbs CO2 per MWhr New power
plants average 760 lbs CO2 per MWh , see page 2:
ip//conedisonsolutions.com!factsheets/MA%20Jan%202010.Pdf. Biomass = 3,327 lbs per MIWhr (see footnote 1).
Biomass/Coal = (3,327-2,117)/2,117 = 57% Biomass/Gas = (3,327-1,314)/1,314 = 153% Bioiriass/New Power
Plants = (3,327-760)/760 = 338%.

See, e.g., Jandl, R., M. Lindner, L. Vesterdal, B. Bauwens, R. Baritz, F. Hagedorn, D. W. Johnson, K.
Minkkinen, and K. A. Byrne. 2007. How strongly can forest management influence soil carbon sequestration?
Geoderma 137 (3-
4): 253-268.
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Failure to regulate carbon released from woody biomass harvesting and iricineration
could seriously undermine any attempts to meet GHG reduction targets and would incentivize
the large-scale destruction of Ohio's forest ecosystems and the vital carbon storage services they
perform. Buckeye Forest Council therefore urges OEPA to draft rules that speci fically regulate
any and all biomass-related GHG emissions that meet the 75,000 and 100,000 tpj thresholds set
forth in U.S. EPA's Tailoring Rule.

Respectfully Submitted,

Is! Nathan G. Johnson
Staff Attorney
Buckeye Forest Council
1200 W. Fifth Ave., Suite 103
Columbus, OH 43212
Phone: (614) 487-9290
nathan(buckeyeforestcounciJpg



STATEMENT TO THE OHIO EPA

February 11, 2011

I am making my remarks to you as a citizen, a mother and a grandmother and in

support of the EPA's proposed rule to reduce global warming emissions by the
largest polluters.. Although federal legislation is necessary to address the issue of
global warming in a comprehensive way, it is important that the Ohio EPA use its
powers under the Clean Air Act to immediately begin reducing heat trapping
pollutants from large coal burning power plants and other large emitters. Not only
are these pollutants a serious threat to our planet in the longer term, but they also
present immediate health consequences, which affect the lives of Ohioans on a daily
basis and impact the cost of health care and the economic viability of our state. By
addressing the handful of polluters who are responsible for half of the global
warming emissions in the country, the EPA can make huge strides toward reversing
global warming and its disastrous effects.

While Ohio should be looking forward and developing clean energy industries to
address the issues of global warming and to build our economy, instead we spend
almost $2 billion a year importing coal from other states. In addition, by failing to
enforce anti polluting laws, we encourage the worst offenders to continue to operate
plants with old technology instead of refitting current plants or building new ones
that meet the required standards.

Please know that the citizens of Ohio want the Ohio EPA to do its job arid enforce the

laws which will reduce carbon emissions and other heat trapping polkitants from
the biggest sources of those emissions in our state. Our welfare, both short term
and long term, depends on it. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rhoda Brooks

8175 Indian Hill Road

Cincinnati, Ohio 45243



VISUAL IMPACT OF CLIMATE CHANGE

We have heard of the impact of the climate to our social, and other aspects of our
life, but not to much has been said of the visual impact. I am an Artist and a Photographer
and the visual world is the world that I live in. To many this world is of very little
consequence to them. This is a sad case, but to me, who has been brought up to look at
our natural world and wonder about it and try to show others what a beautiful and
organized our natural world is, the fact that this is changing to the worse, make me think
about the complete nonsense of it.

What even hurts more is that we, as a society, can and could have prevented this
from happening. It is not just the fact the climate is changing and causing a change, how

hanpened, is olgrcat eonccrw To cut off the top of a mountain for the resources inside
of it, destroys the complete ecco system, at the mountain and the surrounding area. The
I-___ces that I would like to take pictures are gone for ever Yes I can go elesware, but that
scene that I have seen stays in my mind forever.

I have seen research that looking at and being in contact with nature is found to
have a pontive affect and just the opposite is true of one that has seen a destroyed area, or
ugly area, has a negative affect on him. This experience stays with him for a very long
time if not for ever. Not to say that all that man has built is detrimental to our visual
experience. Many have had a positive ciThe This i
to me. I have seen many places that the work has blended in to the place.

This idea of climate change causing a detrimental eiThct on 	 vici.1 nnric'nce

ete aspect ul\hat the process of destruction is doing to
the earth and to our emotions. Most people, if not all, want an environment around them
thaI ia pleasing o the eye. That is why we hang pictures on the wall. Some do it to just
decorate the wall, while others do the same tO emnd then; ala pkee t tha	 a
painting that they like. We are all visual to some extent, but with me this is carried to
higher level. Avery acute sensitivity to the visual appeaiane.. of the uth 4.id iL,
surroundings.

1
I

/	 I

Robert G Burley
4831 Dueber Ave SW
Canton, OH 44706



kr W\4
Politics, Pregnant Moms, And Mercury ... A Risky Combo For
Ohioans

Should Ohio parents be worried about the "Texas Link", which
uncovers a strong connection between environmental toxins,
particularly mercury, and their children being born with a brain
disorder? Unfortunately, a growing number of unbiased researchers
believe they should be. I nicknamed this growing body of evidence
the "Texas Link" because researchers found strong associations in
the Lone Star state between mercury emissions, special education
services, and autism rates. For each 1,000 lbs. of mercury
release, a 43% increase in special education services and a 61%
increase in autism rates were uncovered. Examiners painstakingly
obtained total amounts of released mercury in each Texas county
from the EPA's documentation of chemical releases by major
industrial facilities. Autism and raw numbers of special education
students were, literally, a function of pounds of mercury release. The
"Texas Link" was the first impartial study uncovering a connection
between childhood developmental disorders and environmentally
released mercury at the county level. Should Ohio parents be
worried? I think so, for two reasons. First, Ohio ranks second
on the nation's grimy roster of mercury polluters... behind first place
Texas. I discussed the possibility of cleaning up these emissions from
Ohio's twenty-one coal burning electric power plants with Dr.
Bayless, a mechanical engineer at Ohio University. I naively expected
a technological "silver bullet" remedy was in the making. Bayless told
me that, indeed, advanced smokestack "scrubbers" can stem most
oxidized mercury emissions. However, he added, "As a father to
young children, I must say that vaporized mercury emissions concern
me. These particular discharges are difficult to control and remain in
the atmosphere for years." Second, Ohioans are exposed to mercury
primarily through fish consumption. Airborne mercury drifts for miles
and falls into distant fish laden streams, ponds and lakes where it
converts to a highly toxic compound via chemical reactions with
bacteria. Not surprisingly, the Ohio EPA placed certain fish on their
"Do Not Eat From These Waters" list. The list grows yearly and
pregnant women, especially, should heed the Ohio Department of
Health warning not to eat more than one serving of fish caught
anywhere in Ohio's fresh waters. Researchers at the University of



North Carolina recently doubled their estimate of the numbers of
women of child-bearing age who have harmful blood mercury levels.
Twenty-one percent of mom's-to-be have levels that far exceed
federal health standards. Unlike other toxins, our bodies don't filter
out mercury... it's forever.

The coup-de-grace for moms and mercury linkage disbelievers came
from EPA biochemist Mahaffey, (EPA National Forum lecture). She
grew alarmed when she discovered that mercury readings from fetus
umbilical cords were 70 percent higher than the concentrations
measured in mother's blood. So, if a pregnant woman's mercury
blood level is safe, she can still give birth to a baby with levels way
over the limit! Since the Mahaffey findings, EPA scientists doubled
their estimate of America's newborns having unsafe levels of mercury
to 630,000, up from 320,000. As increasing numbers of America's
fetuses and newborns grow at risk for brain impairments by mercury
exposure in the womb (now estimated at 15%), I look back at the
300% increase in coal-mining campaign contributions funneled into
the Bush 2004 election campaign. I also recall the Bush "Clear Skies"
proposal forged in secret meetings between Vice President Cheney
and energy giants. Their hush-hush get-togethers resulted in three
times more mercury spewing into the air and water than existing rules
allowed and set America's clean air standards back 30 years.
So, here we are. One in six American women has enough mercury
emissions residue in her system to risk her child having brain
damage, mental retardation, autism, blindness, seizures, and/or
speech impediments.

Since President Bush vigorously campaigns to protect the unborn
from abortions and shields embryonic stem cells from scientific
inquiry, why would he expose America's moms and their unborn
children to such a powerful neurotoxin as mercury?

Robert Morton, M. Ed., Ed. S. is a retired school psychologist and adjunct
professor in The School Of Leadership And Policy Studies at Bowling Green
State University. Contact him at robertmorton359(dqmaiI.com
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Testimony by Tracy Sabetta, on behalf of National Wildlife Federation
Before the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
Proposed Title V Greenhouse Gas Tailoring Rule

February 11, 2011

Thank you for holding this hearing, and for the opportunity to testify on this issue of critical
importance to the National Wildlife Federation and Ohio residents.

Our organization applauds the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency for hosting this hearing
today. It is clear that the EPA has a renewed sense of duty to develop and implement regulations
necessary to protect public health, the environment, and wildlife from the dangers of climate
change, and it couldn't come at more critical time.

Since 1990, the Clean Air Act has successfully decreased US emissions of sulfur dioxide and
nitrogen oxides, the pollution that causes acid rain. Acid rain has a significant influence on the
viability of Brook trout in the Central and Northern Appalachians.

The Clean Air Act also regulates known contaminants and toxics, from arsenic to mercury, that
harm human health. Many of these toxics also harm fish, wildlife and plant health.

National Wildlife Federation strongly supports the proposed Title V Greenhouse Gas
Tailoring Rule. We believe that the US EPA has developed a common sense regulatory
approach for tackling the country's largest sources of greenhouse gas emissions, and we look
forward to its implementation in Ohio. Clarifying the scope of coverage in regulating these
sources provides both large and small businesses with much-needed certainty in this challenging
economy, while ensuring that nearly 70 percent of US global warming pollution from stationary
sources is addressed.

NWF believes that focusing regulation at this time on the sources most responsible for our global
warming pollution makes both economic and environmental sense. The vast majority of sources
that would fall under the threshold for regulation that EPA has proposed are longstanding
members of the "regulated community." The owners and operators of these plants are very
familiar with emissions regulations and in seeking cost-effective reductions to comply with their
permits. As history has shown time and again, American ingenuity and innovation will lead to
dramatic pollution reductions at much lower costs than initially projected. Placing a firm limit on
greenhouse gas emissions from these large sources is essential for ushering in a clean energy

NWF - Inspiring Amer/cans to Protect Wildlife for our Children's Future
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future for America. Coitnpanies across the country will respond with substantial investments in
new energy and efficiency technologies that will create jobs and drive our economic recovery.

We must move swiftly and effectively, for it is not an exaggeration to call what we are facing a
climate crisis. Take Ohio for instance. This is home to an incredible diversity of native wildlife
species, including 280 birds, 66 mammals, 148 fish, 40 reptiles and 39 amphibians. Rising
temperatures and drops in lake levels in the state will likely change the makeup of entire
ecosystems, forcing wildlife to shift their ranges or adapt. This is the defining challenge of the
21st century, not just for Ohioans, but for the rest of the country and the world.

For decades, scientists have been warning of significant, catastrophic threats to our human health
and welfare from unchecked global warming. As clarified by the Supreme Court in 2007, EPA
has the authority - and obligation - to respond to this threat with appropriate regulatory actions.
It is refreshing to see the EPA finally step up and pursue sensible policies to make up for lost
time. In particular, the National Wildlife Federation looks forward to the final issuance of a
positive endangerment finding in order to truly kickstart a new era of national policy action to
address global warming.

In conclusion, on behalf of Ohioans and the National Wildlife Federation and their four million
members and supporters, I would like to again thank the Ohio EPA for proposing this regulation
and taking an essential step forward in crafting effective, common sense policies to cut
greenhouse gas emissions. NWF looks forward to the opportunity to work together to advance
our shared goal of solving the climate crisis. Thank you.

NWF - Protecting wildl(fe for our children 'sfuture
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February 11, 2011

Via Electronic and U.S. First Class Mail

Mike Ahern
Ohio EPA
Division of Air Pollution Control
Lazarus Government Center
P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049
mike.ahern@epa.state.oh.us

Re: Comments on Proposed Rules to Implement Federal Greenhouse Gas
Regulations in Ohio

Dear Mr. Ahern,

Because global warming is a serious threat to Ohio, we are writing to
offer our general support for the greenhouse gas pollution control rules
proposed by the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency.

As Administrator Jackson determines in the Endangerment Finding,
elevated levels of certain greenhouse gases that are the result of human
activity, including carbon dioxide ("CO2"), methane, nitrous oxide,
hydroflourocarbons, perfiourocarbons, and sulfur hexafluoride (collectively,
"GHGs"), "endanger the public health and welfare of current and future
generations." Endangerment and Cause or Contribute Findings for
Greenhouse Gases Under §202(a) of the Clean Air Act, 74 Fed. Reg. 66,496,
66,523 (Dec. 15, 2009). Furthermore, "without substantial and near-term
efforts to significantly reduce emissions," the accumulation of these
greenhouse gases will continue, and "lead to ever greater rates of climate
change." Id. at 66,518. Because carbon dioxide and the other GHGs have long
lifetimes - from decades to centuries, "present day and near-term emissions"
of these air pollutants will continue to influence world climate "for the
remainder of this century and beyond." Id. at 66,518-66,519.

Each new or modified large stationary source permitted without
consideration of its climate-forcing impacts, and without the requirement to
control its GHG emissions to the extent technically feasible, will significantly
impact climate not only during its lifetime, but hundreds of years later. For
example, a new 500 megawatt coal-fired power plant combustion source
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permitted today (even though highly efficient by today's terms), if permitted
without GHG controls can be expected to emit on the order of 4,000,000 tons
per year ("TPY") of CO2 over a plant lifetime of 60 years or more. Those
emissions will continue to have negative radiative forcing impacts for 100 or
more years after the CO2 emitted by the facility, due to the long atmospheric
residence lifetime of CO2. In short, "current greenhouse gas emissions
essentially commit present and future generations to cope with an altered
atmosphere and climate...." Id. at 66,519.

Sierra Club agrees that these circumstances require immediate action
to regulate major sources of GHGs under the Clean Air Act's PSD and Title V
programs. However, immediate imposition of these requirements on all
sources will cause significant administrative difficulties. In these unusual
and limited circumstances, Sierra Club also agrees it is appropriate to act
immediately on the largest sources, and to do so by taking a step by step
approach to implementing the full requirements of the PSD and Title V
programs to stationary source greenhouse gas emissions.

The proposed amendments to Ohio Administrative Code 3745-31-34
and 3745-77-11 will help cut pollution without burdening small businesses.
The agency's approach largely incorporates the terms of the U.S. EPA's
Tailoring Rule into Ohio law. This tailoring approach gradually phases in
global warming pollution controls by focusing only on the large industrial
facilities which emit the lion's share of pollution and which already have
substantial expertise navigating the permitting process.

These huge pollution sources will be able to quickly and efficiently
reduce their emissions. The Clean Air Act's "best available control
technology" requirement is designed to take "energy, environmental, and
economic impacts" into account and to "insure that economic growth will
occur in a manner consistent with the preservation of existing clean air
resources." See 42 U.S.C. § 7470(3); 7479(3). Companies will be able to
economically comply with this requirement by installing more efficient
boilers, fixing faulty equipment, and using cleaner fuels. Many measures will
use energy efficiency to reduce energy costs while reducing emissions. Actual
costs for reducing air pollution levels have typically been far lower than those
projected by the EPA (and much less than the costs suggested by polluting
industries.)

Indeed, the Clean Air Act has a long history of successfully controlling
pollution while promoting economic growth. The air in our nation's cities is
substantially cleaner than in 1990, when the Clean Air Act Amendments
largely gave the Act its modern form, while the economy has continued to
grow. Data from 2005 - 2007, for instance, show ozone air quality improved
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in 99 of the 104 areas suffering from ozone smog levels worse than national
air quality standards. Nearly the entire country is meeting air quality targets
set years ago for carbon monoxide, nitrogen oxides and sulfur dioxide. Lead
levels in ambient air are 91% lower than in 1980, protecting children from
brain damage from that toxic pollutant. There is every reason to think global
warming pollution controls will be equally successful.

Ohio is uniquely well-positioned to take advantage of the market forces
created by a transition to a carbon-free economy. With policies, like Ohio's
Senate Bill 221, federal appliance standards and funds from the American
Recovery and Reinvestment Act, Ohio is seeing large investments in energy
efficiency and renewable energy. These investments are earning significant
returns, both through major energy cost savings and the creation of
thousands of new jobs in an economic environment which sorely needs them.

Controlling global warming emissions will only drive these new
economic opportunities faster. Ohio's clean energy industries are well-
positioned for economic growth and capable of thriving in a business
environment which treats clean energy as the opportunity that it is. Ohio's
future depends on policies that drive efficiency and clean energy ahead of
federal standards. Only by leading such standards can we ensure that fossil
fuel costs remain affordable.

These proposed rules are a crucial step for Ohio EPA to fully protect
our citizen's health and welfare, while at the same time allow our economy to
thrive again by creating some market certainty. Although Sierra Club is,
therefore, confident that Ohio's course is generally correct, one point on the
mechanics of this rule is inconsistent with the Clean Air Act and Ohio's
Administrative Procedure Act.

The Ohio EPA intends to add an invalidation clause to its new rule,
automatically suspending the effect of this greenhouse gas rule should
Congress enact "federal legislation depriving the administrator of authority,
limiting the administrator's authority, or requiring the administrator to
delay the exercise of authority, to regulate greenhouse gases under the Clean
Air Act," a court invalidate the rule; or the president of the United States or
the president's authorized agent "repeal, withdraw, suspend, postpone, or
stay" the federal greenhouse gas bill. Prop. Oh. Admin Code § 3745-31-34(c).
The Ohio EPA should not include this provision in the final rule because it is
contrary to Clean Air Act, Ohio Administrative Procedure Act, and creates a
burden on the regulated community.

First, the Clean Air Act mandates that states may alter their state
implementation plans only with EPA approval, see, e.g., 42 U.S.C. § 7410;
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such sudden unilateral action as proposed by these regulations is not
consistent with the Clean Air Act. EPA recently advised Georgia on the
inappropriateness of a similar provision:

While EPA appreciates Georgia's interest in such a provision, it
raises significant legal issues and is a matter that EPA has
previously counseled against in other contexts. EPA's basis for
its concern, ... is ... that is simply not possible to predict the
nature of future events that may impact the regulation. In
addition, even if a court were to take one of the actions discussed
in Georgia's proposed rule, there could be differences of opinions
between EPA and Georgia regarding the interpretation and/or
impact of such a decision. ... Given the importance of providing
certainty to the general public and regulated community
regarding which regulations are in effect at any given time, EPA
urges [Georgia] not to include this automatic invalidation
provision in its final regulation.

Letter from Greg M. Morley, Air Permits Section Chief, U.S. Envtl.
Protection Agency to James A. Capp, Air Protection Branch Chief, Georgia
Dep't Nat. Resources (Oct. 29, 2010) (attached hereto). EPA ultimately
formally declined to approve Georgia's proposed invalidation provision. 75
Fed. Reg. 73,017, 73,018 (Nov. 29, 2010).

Second, the Ohio Administrative Procedure Act mandates that before
any agency amend or rescind a rule it must first comply with notice and
comment requirements. Ohio Administrative Procedure Act states "[i]n the
adoption, amendment, or rescission of any rule, an agency shall comply with
the following procedure: [rleasonable public notice shall be given in the
register of Ohio at least thirty days prior to the date set for a hearing; ... [oln
the date and at the time and place designated in the notice, the agency shall
conduct a public hearing at which any person affected by the proposed action
of the agency may appear and be heard in person." Oh. Rev. Code § 119-03.
The sudden and unilateral action proposed by this automatic invalidation
provision is not consistent with state law.

Finally, this provision creates instability in the regulated community.
Ohio should not force businesses making permitting decisions to monitor the
court decisions and congressional and presidential actions in order to avoid
sudden changes in permit regulations. This uncertainty is what prompted
Governor Strickland to adopt emergency rules incorporating the terms of the
U.S. EPA's Tailoring Rule into Ohio law:
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Failure to incorporate the Tailoring Rule thresholds into Ohio's
rules will create uncertainty regarding whether tens of thousand
of greenhouse gas resources in Ohio that emit greenhouse gases
below the Tailoring Rule thresholds, but above the thresholds
currently in Ohio EPA regulations for other major pollutant
sources must obtain CAA permits. That uncertainty may cause
potential investors in new/or expanded facilities in Ohio to
choose locations outside of Ohio or to choose to build new or
expanded facilities that otherwise would have been sources for
jobs for Ohioans.

Ted Strickland, Ohio Governor, Exec. Order 2010-15S (attached hereto).
Since it is impossible to predict future events and how different federal and
state agencies may interpret those events, this invalidation provision could
foster uncertainty in the regulated community costing the state jobs and
growth opportunities.

Ohio could, of course, work to alter its own rules in an orderly way if
the federal rules were invalidated or rescinded. It should avoid provisions
which would precipitously alter its permitting structure based on the
existence of a court case, congressional or presidential action which the EPA
and Ohio may interpret differently.

We thank the Ohio EPA for taking action to control global warming
pollution, promote clean air, and protect our state and its economy. However,
Sierra Club urges Ohio EPA not include an invalidation provision in the final
rules.

Sincerely,

Kristin A. Henry, Staff Attorney
MacKenzie Bailey, Ohio Coal to Clean
Energy Campaign
Sierra Club - Ohio Office
131 North High Street, Suite 605
Columbus, OH 43215
(614) 461-0734 ext. 305
mackenzie.bailey@sierraclub.org

Nathan Johnson
Staff Attorney
Buckeye Forest Council
1200 W. Fifth Ave., Suite #103
Columbus, Ohio 43212
(614) 487-9290

nathan@buckeyeforestcouncil.org

Nolan Moser, Esq.
Staff Attorney, Director of Energy and
Air Programs
The Ohio Environmental Council
1207 Grandview Ave. Suite 201
Columbus, OH 43212-3449
(614) 487-5826
Email nolan@theOEC.org
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Comments on Ohio EPA Proposed Rules to Implement Federal Greenhou..ise Gas
Regulations in Ohio

Submitted by William Kenworthy, Tipping Point Renewable Energy

On June 3rd, 2010 the United States Environmental Protection Agency (LJSEPA)
adopted rules under the federal Clean Air Act (CAA) requiring "major" s tationary
sources of greenhouse gases to obtain CAA permits prior to the installation or
modification of the facility. The rules under consideration today impleriented
through Executive Order 2010-15S clarify the applicability of the requir —ements to
Ohio companies.

As a general policy, Tipping Point Renewable Energy believes that actio must be
taken to address greenhouse gas emissions. While we would prefer to ee
comprehensive federal legislation to address these issues, we support ircrementaI
improvements to policy taken though regulatory action. As such, we bellieve that
regulating stationary sources through the implementation of USEPA's Tiloring Rule
is a common sense approach that will help create jobs, improve air-quaL ity and
make Ohio a better place to live.

As a developer of renewable energy projects, Tipping Point provides pr—oject
development and management services to companies, non-profits and Movernment
institutions. Because we work with utilities, investors, banks, and priva te and public
clients in the course of our business, we offer a broad perspective on th regulation
of greenhouse gases.

While we are often critical of business regulation and strongly standby tThe
fundamentals of creating a business-friendly environment, we do not blieve the
two are mutually exclusive. A common sense regulatory approach can create new
markets, grow the economy, and improve the quality of life for Ohioans For
example, without smart regulation, the cars we drive today wouldn't have the
current safety features and high fuel economy standards. We believe th e Tailoring
Rule higher emission threshold is smart regulation that will have a posiive impact
on Ohio's economy.

A new report released this week, "New Jobs-Cleaner Air: Employment E ffects under
Planned Changes to EPA's Air Pollution Rules," highlights the economic —benefits and
jobs across the United States - including Ohio - from modernizing powr plants.
Installing modern pollution controls on existing plants and encouraging: the
construction of new, cleaner plants would not only improve our enviroment but it
would also have a number of economic benefits. New construction crea tes a wide
array of skilled, high-paying installation, construction and professional j obs
including engineers, electricians, pipefitters, boilermakers and iron worlkers.
According to the report, Ohio can expect to see approximately 76,000 cpital



investment jobs over the next five years. Further, it is estimated that Ohio will lose
over 2,000 jobs and over $280 million in lost income annually with no action.

The rules under consideration today simply incorporate the federal Tailoring Rule
into Ohio EPA rules. This action provides certainty as to which existing and planned
facilities are subject to permitting requirements and will set a clear market signal
for future energy generation.

First, it requires power plants and large factories that emit more than 75,000 tons of
greenhouse gases a year, and that already need CAA permits for other pollutants, to
apply or an additional permit. Second, facilities that emit 100,000 tons a year that
have not previously permitted under the CAA will have to file for a permit after July.
These rules will cover about 70% of all greenhouse gas emissions, but will only
impact a very small percentage of Ohio companies. We believe the environmental
and economic benefits outweigh the costs that will be incurred through
implementation of this policy.

We feel this is a modest approach to create the necessary market signals that will
allow the clean energy economy grow and create jobs. And while we prefer federal
energy legislation, without it, modest regulation under the CAA is appropriate.
Thank you for your consideration of our views.
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Recent reports evaluated the impact on Ohio under two Clean Air Act rules

expected to be finalized by the EPA in 2011:

Clean Air Transport Rule: Focuses on sulfur dioxide and nitrogen oxide

emissions from 31 targeted states in the East and Midwest.

• Toxics Rule: For the first time, sets limits on hazardous air pollutants

such as mercury, arsenic, lead, dioxins and hydrochloric acid.

Job Creation

Installing modern pollution controls and building new power plants creates
a wide array of skilled, high-paying installation, construction and
professional jobs, including:

• Engineers	 • Boilermakers
• Project Managers	 • Millwrights
• Electricians	 • Iron Workers
• Pipefitters

From the report: New Jobs-CleanerAir: Employment Effects under Planned
Changes to EPA's Air Pollution Rules':

"There are thousands of
Ohioans who are highly
qualified for the wide array of
ski/led jobs needed for the
designing, procuring and
instczlling of pollution controls
and building new generation
tech rio/ogles -and who need
these jobs."
Eric Zimmer, President
Tipping Point Renewable Energy in
Columbus, Ohio

76,240 Capital investment jobs created in Ohio over the next 5 years

1,365 Operation & Maintenance jobs created in Ohio over the next 5 years

1,772 Operation & Maintenance job reduction in Ohio due to projected retirement
of older, less-efficient power plants

From the report: Expensive Neighbors: The Hidden Cost of Harmful Pollution to Downwind Employers and
Businesses2

Harmful emissions, primarily from coal-fired power plants that have failed to install pollution controls,
are carried hundreds of miles in the air stream, causing massive health and economic losses in
downwind regions. So not implementing the Transport Rule costs states like Ohio millions of dollars in
terms of lost jobs, income and tax revenue.

2,146 Estimated jobs gained in Ohio post-Transport Rule implementation annually

0-



Costs of Current, Uncontrolled Downwind Pollution

From the report: Expensive Neighbors: The Hidden Cost of Harmful Pollution to
Downwind Employers and Businesses3:

The longer the Transport Rule is not implemented,
the longer Ohio will suffer annually from:

2,146 lost jobs
Over $280 million of lost income
Over $55 million in lost tax revenue

EPA Clean Air Standards Save Lives

Coal power plant emissions caused annually4:

335 hospital admissions in Ohio
1,891 heart attacks in Ohio

By implementing the Transport Rules:

2,309 pollution-related deaths avoided in Ohio annually

"StuJes like this highlight the
econmic development
potePltial in transitioning to a

cleary energy economy. These
rules under the Clecn Air Act will
help	 reate significant job
grow thfor the state."
Steve Caminati, Spokesman
Ohio 913usiness Council for a Clean
Econc my

For More Information

. Ceres - www.ceres.org

• New Jobs-Cleaner Air: Employment Effects under Planned Changes to EPA's Air Pollution Rules
Download at: http://www.ceres.org/epajobsreport

• The Toll from Coal: An Updated Assessment of Death and Disease from Americ's Dirtiest
Energy Source
Download at: http://www.catf.us/resources/publications/view/138

• Expensive Neighbors: The Hidden Cost of Harmful Pollution to Downwind Empl'yers
and Businesses
Download at: http://www.cleanair.org/DownwindPollutionHiddenCostStudy.pIf

1 New Jobs-CleanerAir: Employment Effects under Planned Changes to EPA 'S Air Pollution Rules, Dr. James K oreintz,
Heidi Garrett-Peltier and Ben Zipperer; January 2011.

Expensive Neighbors: The Hidden Cost of Harmful Pollution to Downwind Employers and Businesses, Dr. chrles
ciccheth, Ph.d; November 2010, Appendix E.

Ibid.
The Toll From Coal: An UpdatedAssessment of Death and Dkease from America's Dirtiest Energy Source, cIan Air Task Force,

Conrad Schneider and Jonathan Banks; September 2010.
Expensive Ne,'hbcrs: The Hidden Cost of Harmful Pollution to Downwind Employers and Businesses, Dr. ch rles ciccheth, Ph.d;

November 2010, Appendix E.



Written testimony of Will Reisinger, staff attorney for the Ohio Environiiental Council
("OEC"), delivered on behalf of the OEC in support of proposed greenhG -uise gas ("GHG")
rules, Rules 3745-31-34, et. seq.

Before the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency ("OEPA").

February 11, 2011

Good afternoon. My name is Will Reisinger and I am a Staff Attorney for the Ohio
Environmental Council. On behalf of the OEC, I want to thank you for the oportunity to
present comments in support of OEPA's proposed greenhouse gas rules. The 40EC is a non-
profit network of more than 100 local and state environmental-conservation organizations and
represents thousands of citizen members throughout the state of Ohio. Our mi sion is to secure
healthy air, land, and water for all who call Ohio home.

The OEC believes that the proposed rules are a fair, reasonable, and prudent first step to curb
greenhouse gas ("GHG") emissions from major sources within Ohio. These r...iles represent a
reasonable interpretation of the mandate imposed by the United States Suprerrie Court in 2007.
The OEC urges Ohio EPA to permanently adopt this rule package.

This balanced rule package, modeled after the federal "Tailoring Rule," will allow industries and
OEPA the necessary time to prepare for the remainder of the GHG regulation requirements in the
future. These rules initially will apply only to those sources responsible for &II-IG emissions in
excess of 75,000 tons annually. Only these large sources will be required to obtain permits
pursuant to Title V of the federal Clean Air Act.

In addition to voicing support for these rules, I also want to make clear for the public record that
this rulemaking was not a discretionary action by OEPA or the U.S. EPA. As you know, these
rules were drafted in response to the clear mandate established by the United states Supreme
Court in the case Massachusetts v. EPA, decided in April of 2007.

The Massachusetts ruling required the federal EPA, in accordance with the Clean Air Act, to
determine whether GHG emissions constituted a danger to public health. Section 108 of the
Clean Air Act requires the EPA Administrator to list each air pollutant which 'cause[s] or
contributes to air pollution which may reasonably be anticipated to endanger çublic health or
welfare."

1



The Court directed the agency to promulgate rules pursuant to the Clean Air Act in the event that
the U.S. EPA determined that GHG emissions do represent a danger to public health. After
exhaustive scientific study, the U.S. EPA issued that "endangerment finding" for the GHG
emissions responsible for climate change. The endangerment finding concluded "that the current
and projected concentrations of the six key well-mixed greenhouse gases carbon dioxide
(CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N20), hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), perfluorocarbons
(PFC5), and sulfur hexafluoride (SF 6) - in the atmosphere threaten the public health and welfare
of current and future generations."

Therefore, the U.S. Supreme Court said very clearly that if an air pollutant is . threat to the
health and welfare of Americans, the federal EPA must take action under the Glean Air Act.
After much delay, U.S. EPA and its state counterparts are finally doing just that.

Those who criticize these rules should not direct their blame at OEPA or at flio federal EPA, but
at the United States Supreme Court and the United States Congress. While some detractors have
suggested that these rules exceed the scope of authority of OEPA and the fediral EPA, those
critics fundamentally misunderstand the Clean Air Act and the Supreme Court's ruling in
Massachusetts v. EPA.

When Congress enacted the Clean Air Act, and the Title V Amendments, it established a
framework for addressing dangerous air pollution. The Supreme Court examined that law and
directed the federal EPA to determine if GHG pollution is dangerous.

For critics to now argue that OEPA has exceeded its authority when drafting this rule package is
to argue that the United States Supreme Court does not have the authority to interpret U.S. law
and the federal Constitution. Such an argument is untenable.

In conclusion, I thank you again for the opportunity to present comments. Th OEC supports
these proposed rules and ask that they be permanently adopted.

If you would like additional information for the record, please contact mc by phone at (614)
487-5841 or by email at wi11(ãtheoec.org .
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Are attached. Thanks all!
 
 
Mary McCarron
Public Involvement Manager
Ohio EPA
P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH  43216-1049
614.644.2160
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Unique ID:E205
Date:     2011-02-10-13-32
To:       Mike_Ahern
CC:       Tom_Bullock
CC:       Andrew_R._Thomas
From:     William Bowen <w.bowen@csuohio.edu>
Subject:  Comment on OAC Rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

February 10, 2011

Mr. Michael Ahearn
Division of Air Pollution Control
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
50 West Town Street, Suite 700 Columbus, OH 43215

Re: OAC Rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Dear Mr. Ahearn:

The Cleveland State University Energy Policy Center offers the following 
comments with regard to the above referenced actions:

The Center is of a view that the actions proposed are required by law so 
that the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency’s rules and regulations 
may conform to federal EPA rules and regulations. Accordingly, they 
proposed changes should be adopted. However the Center would also like 
to add that the proposed rule changes are of considerable importance to 
Ohio’s economy. Ohio’s economic growth is and will continue to be 
closely tied to energy consumption, just as greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions are. Further, GHG emission management and policy is already 
becoming a major consideration for economic development worldwide. Ohio 
must adopt policies that enable the State’s economy to adjust to this 
new model. The proposed threshold for permitting is necessary for Ohio 
manufacturing and industry to continue to grow while strategies are 
developed that ensure that Ohio’s economy is not disadvantaged by GHG 
management programs and policies as a result of Ohio’s reliance on coal 
as its primary source for power generation.

The Energy Policy Center at Cleveland State believes that policies that 
encourage clean technology development must be encouraged in Ohio if 
Ohio is going to play a leading role in the 21st Century American 
economy. This includes the adoption of policies that encourage 
distributed generation, which tends to be cleaner, more efficient, more 
secure, and more likely to lead to job creation in Ohio. However these 
policies must be tempered with the sort of proposed changes set forth 
herein that allow for a smoother, less disruptive transition from 
traditional to advanced energy technologies.

Sincerely,

William M. Bowen, Ph.D.
Professor of Public Administration and Urban Studies
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Research Director, Center for Energy Policy
Associate Editor, International Journal of Energy Technology and Policy
Maxine Goodman Levin College of Urban Affairs
Cleveland State University
Cleveland, Ohio 44115
216-687-9226 (phone)
216-687-9239 (fax)
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Unique ID:D84F
Date:     2011-02-10-13-50
To:       Mike_Ahern
CC:       'Derrick_R._Clay'
From:     "Ami Williams" <awilliams@newvisionsgroup.com>
Subject:  Ceres New Jobs - Cleaner Air Study

Mr. Ahern,

 

Thank you for speaking with me. Attached you will find the Ceres study Mr.
Clay discussed with you yesterday. Please let me know if there are any other
steps we need to take in order to submit the study into the public record
for the February 11th hearing. Thank you for your time.

 

Sincerely,

Ami

 

Ami Williams

Administrative Assistant
New Visions Group

p:  614.280.1299
f:  614.280.1266

 <mailto:pbell@newvisionsgroup.com> awilliams@newvisionsgroup.com

 <http://www.newvisionsgroup.com/> www.newvisionsgroup.com

 

 Logo_NVG_2_llc
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Unique ID:563D
Date:     2011-02-11-10-49
To:       Mike_Ahern
CC:       Lois_Hall
CC:       'Tom_Bullock'
From:     "Chaudry, Rosemary" <rchaudry@con.ohio-state.edu>
Subject:  public comment hearing on GHG regs

Mr. Michael Ahern
Division of Air Pollution Control
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
50 West Town Street, Suite 700 Columbus, OH 43215
VIA EMAIL: mike.ahern@epa.state.oh.us

Re:  OAC Rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Dear Mr. Ahern:

In keeping with our organizational commitment to work for prevention and wellness, the Ohio Public Health 
Association supports strong policies to reduce health impacts of pollution caused by energy generation. We therefore 
offer the following comment related to the above-referenced actions:

We support the proposed amendments to Ohio Administrative Code 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11, which will help cut 
pollution without burdening small businesses. The Ohio EPA's approach largely incorporates the terms of the U.S. 
EPA's Tailoring Rule into Ohio law. This tailoring approach gradually phases in global warming pollution controls by 
focusing only on the large industrial facilities which emit the lion's share of pollution and which already have 
substantial expertise navigating the permitting process.

A phase out of global warming pollution and coal-related emissions is needed in Ohio, because this pollution is 
significant and the impacts on public health are serious. For example:

  *   The Gavin Power Plant in Cheshire emits 2,099 pounds of mercury every year, making it the plant with the 3rd 
highest mercury emissions in the country, according to a recent Environment Ohio report, "Dirty Energy's Assault on 
our Health: Mercury." The report found that power plants in Ohio emitted 9,518 pounds of mercury pollution in 2009.
  *   In addition, a 2007 study by the National Environmental Trust showed that extreme heat events are projected to 
increase and claim 432 additional lives in Columbus by 2050 unless global warming pollution is reduced. Specifically, 
the study found that Columbus' heat-related death toll will increase from about 11 deaths to nearly 29 deaths by mid-
century, resulting in 432 additional heat-related deaths by mid-century as global warming drives up summertime 
temperatures. (Source: Applied Climatologists, Inc. experts Dr. Laurence Kalkstein of the University of Miami and Dr. 
Scott Greene of the University of Oklahoma.)
Ohio must adopt policies that enable the state's economy to shift to cleaner energy sources. Ohio EPA's proposed 
policy will take the first step towards this transition, and should be implemented.

Sincerely,
[cid:image001.png@01CBC9D9.52958D10]
Rosemary Chaudry, RN, PhD, MHA, MPH
President, Ohio Public Health Association
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Unique ID:AD49
Date:     2011-02-11-11-53
To:       Mike_Ahern
From:     "jim@silvertip.net" <jim@silvertip.net>
Subject:  Comments on Title V Greenhouse Gas Tailoring Rule

Attached File: c:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\Unique_Comments\2011-02-11-11-53-AD49.html
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Unique ID:2629
Date:     2011-02-11-12-16
To:       Mike_Ahern
From:     LuCinda Hohmann <LHohmann@ucsusa.org>
Subject:  Comments OAC Rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Mr. Michael Ahern
Division of Air Pollution Control
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
50 West Town Street, Suite 700 Columbus, OH 43215
Re: OAC Rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11
Dear Mike Ahern,
Thank you for providing the opportunity to submit comments on the Ohio EPA incorporating the terms of the U.S. 
EPA's Tailoring Rule into Ohio law.  This is a major step forward and we applaud the Ohio EPA for taking action.
The Union of Concerned Scientists is the leading science-based nonprofit organization with a partnership of scientists 
and citizens working together for a healthier environment and a safer world.  The Union of Concerned Scientists works 
with scientists across Ohio and has coordinated a letter among 76 Ohio scientists with expertise in climate change.  
This letter is to Congress and addresses the need to protect EPA's authority to regulate greenhouse gas emissions and 
urges Congress to oppose any attacks to the Clean Air Act.  I am submitting this letter as comments on the Ohio EPA's 
Rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11.  This letter is attached for you.
Thank you for all of your help and quick responses in regards to today's hearing and comment submissions.
LuCinda
LuCinda Hohmann
Union of Concerned Scientists, Midwest office
312-578-1750 x12

Attached File: c:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\Unique_Comments\2011-02-11-12-16-2629.html
Attached File: c:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\Unique_Comments\Ohio__Scientist_statement-2629.doc
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Unique ID:7D8F
Date:     2011-02-11-12-33
To:       Mike_Ahern
CC:       Nathan_Johnson
CC:       Nolan_Moser
From:     "Bailey, MacKenzie" <mackenzie.bailey@sierraclub.org>
Subject:  OAC Rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

February 11, 2011

* *

*Via Electronic and U.S. First Class Mail*

* *

Mike Ahern

Ohio EPA

Division of Air Pollution Control

Lazarus Government Center

P.O. Box 1049

Columbus, OH  43216-1049

mike.ahern@epa.state.oh.us

*Re:**    Comments on Proposed Rules to Implement Federal Greenhouse Gas
Regulations in Ohio*

*
*

Dear Mr. Ahern,

Because global warming is a serious threat to Ohio, we are writing to offer
our general support for the greenhouse gas pollution control rules proposed
by the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency.

As Administrator Jackson determines in the Endangerment Finding, elevated
levels of certain greenhouse gases that are the result of human activity,
including carbon dioxide (“CO2”), methane, nitrous oxide,
hydroflourocarbons, perflourocarbons, and sulfur hexafluoride (collectively,
“GHGs”), “endanger the public health and welfare of current and future
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generations.” Endangerment and Cause or Contribute Findings for Greenhouse
Gases Under §202(a) of the Clean Air Act, 74 Fed. Reg. 66,496, 66,523 (Dec.
15, 2009). Furthermore, “without substantial and near-term efforts to
significantly reduce emissions,” the accumulation of these greenhouse gases
will continue, and “lead to ever greater rates of climate change.” *Id*. at
66,518. Because carbon dioxide and the other GHGs have long lifetimes – from
decades to centuries, “present day and near-term emissions” of these air
pollutants will continue to influence world climate “for the remainder of
this century and beyond.” *Id*. at 66,518-66,519.

Each new or modified large stationary source permitted without consideration
of its climate-forcing impacts, and without the requirement to control its
GHG emissions to the extent technically feasible, will significantly impact
climate not only during its lifetime, but hundreds of years later. For
example, a new 500 megawatt coal-fired power plant combustion source
permitted today (even though highly efficient by today’s terms), if
permitted without GHG controls can be expected to emit on the order of
4,000,000 tons per year (“TPY”) of CO2 over a plant lifetime of 60 years or
more. Those emissions will continue to have negative radiative forcing
impacts for 100 or more years after the CO2 emitted by the facility, due to
the long atmospheric residence lifetime of CO2. In short, “current
greenhouse gas emissions essentially commit present and future generations
to cope with an altered atmosphere and climate….” *Id*. at 66,519.

Sierra Club agrees that these circumstances require immediate action to
regulate major sources of GHGs under the Clean Air Act‘s PSD and Title V
programs. However, immediate imposition of these requirements on all sources
will cause significant administrative difficulties. In these unusual and
limited circumstances, Sierra Club also agrees it is appropriate to act
immediately on the largest sources, and to do so by taking a step by step
approach to implementing the full requirements of the PSD and Title V
programs to stationary source greenhouse gas emissions.

The proposed amendments to Ohio Administrative Code 3745-31-34 and
3745-77-11 will help cut pollution without burdening small businesses. The
agency’s approach largely incorporates the terms of the U.S. EPA’s Tailoring
Rule into Ohio law. This tailoring approach gradually phases in global
warming pollution controls by focusing only on the large industrial
facilities which emit the lion’s share of pollution and which already have
substantial expertise navigating the permitting process.

These huge pollution sources will be able to quickly and efficiently reduce
their emissions. The Clean Air Act’s “best available control
technology”requirement is designed to take
“energy, environmental, and economic impacts” into account and to “insure
that economic growth will occur in a manner consistent with the preservation
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of existing clean air resources.” *See* 42 U.S.C. §§ 7470(3); 7479(3).
Companies will be able to economically comply with this requirement by
installing more efficient boilers, fixing faulty equipment, and using
cleaner fuels. Many measures will use energy efficiency to reduce energy
costs while reducing emissions. Actual costs for reducing air pollution
levels have typically been far lower than those projected by the EPA (and
much less than the costs suggested by polluting industries.)

Indeed, the Clean Air Act has a long history of successfully controlling
pollution while promoting economic growth. The air in our nation’s cities is
substantially cleaner than in 1990, when the Clean Air Act Amendments
largely gave the Act its modern form, while the economy has continued to
grow. Data from 2005-2007, for instance, show ozone air quality improved in
99 of the 104 areas suffering from ozone smog levels worse than national air
quality standards. Nearly the entire country is meeting air quality targets
set years ago for carbon monoxide, nitrogen oxides and sulfur dioxide. Lead
levels in ambient air are 91% lower than in 1980, protecting children from
brain damage from that toxic pollutant. There is every reason to think
global warming pollution controls will be equally successful.

Ohio is uniquely well-positioned to take advantage of the market forces
created by a transition to a carbon-free economy.  With policies, like
Ohio’s Senate Bill 221, federal appliance standards and funds from the
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act, Ohio is seeing large investments in
energy efficiency and renewable energy. These investments are earning
significant returns, both through major energy cost savings and the creation
of thousands of new jobs in an economic environment which sorely needs them.

Controlling global warming emissions will only drive these new economic
opportunities faster.  Ohio’s clean energy industries are well-positioned
for economic growth and capable of thriving in a business environment which
treats clean energy as the opportunity that it is. Ohio’s future depends on
policies that drive efficiency and clean energy ahead of federal standards.
Only by leading such standards can we ensure that fossil fuel costs remain
affordable.

These proposed rules are a crucial step for Ohio EPA to fully protect our
citizen’s health and welfare, while at the same time allow our economy to
thrive again by creating some market certainty. Although Sierra Club is,
therefore, confident that Ohio’s course is generally correct, one point on
the mechanics of this rule is inconsistent with the Clean Air Act and Ohio’s
Administrative Procedure Act.
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The Ohio EPA intends to add an invalidation clause to its new rule,
automatically suspending the effect of this greenhouse gas rule should
Congress enact “federal legislation depriving the administrator of
authority,

limiting the administrator’s authority, or requiring the administrator to
delay the exercise of authority, to regulate greenhouse gases under the
Clean Air Act,” a court invalidate the rule; or the president of the United
States or the president’s authorized agent “repeal, withdraw, suspend,
postpone, or stay” the federal greenhouse gas bill. Prop. Oh. Admin Code §
3745-31-34(c). The Ohio EPA should not include this provision in the final
rule because it is contrary to Clean Air Act, Ohio Administrative Procedure
Act, and creates a burden on the regulated community.

First, the Clean Air Act mandates that states may alter their state
implementation plans only with EPA approval, *see*, *e.g.*, 42 U.S.C. §
7410; such sudden unilateral action as proposed by these regulations is not
consistent with the Clean Air Act. EPA recently advised Georgia on the
inappropriateness of a similar provision:

While EPA appreciates Georgia’s interest in such a provision, it raises
significant legal issues and is a matter that EPA has previously counseled
against in other contexts. EPA’s basis for its concern, … is … that is
simply not possible to predict the nature of future events that may impact
the regulation. In addition, even if a court were to take one of the actions
discussed in Georgia’s proposed rule, there could be differences of opinions
between EPA and Georgia regarding the interpretation and/or impact of such a
decision. … Given the importance of providing certainty to the general
public and regulated community regarding which regulations are in effect at
any given time, EPA urges [Georgia] not to include this automatic
invalidation provision in its final regulation.

Letter from Greg M. Morley, Air Permits Section Chief, U.S. Envtl.
Protection Agency to James A. Capp, Air Protection Branch Chief, Georgia
Dep’t Nat. Resources (Oct. 29, 2010) (attached hereto). EPA ultimately
formally declined to approve Georgia’s proposed invalidation provision. 75
Fed. Reg. 73,017, 73,018 (Nov. 29, 2010).

Second, the Ohio Administrative Procedure Act mandates that before any
agency amend or rescind a rule it must first comply with notice and comment
requirements. Ohio Administrative Procedure Act states “[i]n the adoption,
amendment, or rescission of any rule, an agency shall comply with the
following procedure: [r]easonable public notice shall be given in the
register of Ohio at least thirty days prior to the date set for a hearing; …
[o]n the date and at the time and place designated in the notice, the agency
shall conduct a public hearing at which any person affected by the proposed
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action of the agency may appear and be heard in person.” Oh. Rev. Code
§119-03. The sudden and unilateral action proposed by this automatic
invalidation provision is not consistent with state law.

Finally, this provision creates instability in the regulated community. Ohio
should not force businesses making permitting decisions to monitor the court
decisions and congressional and presidential actions in order to avoid
sudden changes in permit regulations. This uncertainty is what prompted
Governor Strickland to adopt emergency rules incorporating the terms of the
U.S. EPA’s Tailoring Rule into Ohio law:

Failure to incorporate the Tailoring Rule thresholds into Ohio’s rules will
create uncertainty regarding whether tens of thousand of greenhouse gas
resources in Ohio that emit greenhouse gases below the Tailoring Rule
thresholds, but above the thresholds currently in Ohio EPA regulations for
other major pollutant sources must obtain CAA permits. That uncertainty may
cause potential investors in new/or expanded facilities in Ohio to choose
locations outside of Ohio or to choose to build new or expanded facilities
that otherwise would have been sources for jobs for Ohioans.

Ted Strickland, Ohio Governor, Exec. Order 2010-15S (attached hereto). Since
it is impossible to predict future events and how different federal and
state agencies may interpret those events, this invalidation provision could
foster uncertainty in the regulated community costing the state jobs and
growth opportunities.

Ohio could, of course, work to alter its own rules in an orderly way if the
federal rules were invalidated or rescinded. It should avoid provisions
which would precipitously alter its permitting structure based on the
existence of a court case, congressional or presidential action which the
EPA and Ohio may interpret differently.

We thank the Ohio EPA for taking action to control global warming pollution,
promote clean air, and protect our state and its economy. However, Sierra
Club urges Ohio EPA not include an invalidation provision in the final
rules.

Sincerely,

Kristin A. Henry, Staff Attorney
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MacKenzie Bailey, Ohio Coal to Clean Energy Campaign

Sierra Club – Ohio Office

131 North High Street, Suite 605

Columbus, OH 43215

(614) 461-0734 ext. 305

mackenzie.bailey@sierraclub.org

Nathan Johnson
Staff Attorney
Buckeye Forest Council

1200 W. Fifth Ave., Suite #103 Columbus, Ohio 43212

 (614) 487-9290

nathan@buckeyeforestcouncil.org

Nolan Moser, Esq.
Staff Attorney, Director of Energy and Air Programs
The Ohio Environmental Council
1207 Grandview Ave. Suite 201
Columbus, OH 43212-3449

(614) 487-5826
Email nolan@theOEC.org
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Unique ID:696
Date:     2011-02-11-12-48
To:       Mike_Ahern
From:     Nathan Johnson <nathan@buckeyeforestcouncil.org>
Subject:  Comments RE OAC Rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Dear Mr. Ahern,

Please find attached the public comments of Buckeye Forest Council regarding
proposed OAC Rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11.

Sincerely,
-- 
Nathan Johnson
Staff Attorney
Buckeye Forest Council
1200 W. Fifth Ave., Suite #103
Columbus, Ohio 43212
Office: (614) 487-9290
Cell: (614) 949-6622
nathan@buckeyeforestcouncil.org

Healthy Forests: Our gift to coming generations.

Help raise money for the Buckeye Forest Council just by searching the
Internet with GoodSearch -www.goodsearch.com - powered by Yahoo!

Attached File: c:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\Unique_Comments\2011-02-11-12-48-696.html
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_Ohio_Tailoring_Rules-696.pdf
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Unique ID:1E66
Date:     2011-02-11-15-26
To:       Mike_Ahern
From:     "Elliott, Ryan D." <relliott@slk-law.com>
Subject:  Comments on OAC 3745-31-34 & 3745-77-11

Mr. Ahern,
 
Please find the attached comments on proposed rules 3745-31-34 and
3745-77-11, submitted on behalf of the Ohio Utility Group.  
 
Feel free to contact me if you have any questions. Thank you in advance
for your time and consideration on this matter.

Ryan D. Elliott
Attorney at Law
Shumaker, Loop & Kendrick, LLP
Huntington Center
41 South High Street
Suite 2400
Columbus, Ohio 43215-6104
614.463.9441
614.628.4433 direct
614.463.1108 fax
relliott@slk-law.com
http://www.slk-law.com/
--------------------------------------------------------------------------
Confidentiality Statement: This electronic message contains information from the law firm of Shumaker, Loop & 
Kendrick, LLP, and may be confidential or privileged. The information is intended to be for the use of the individual 
or entity named above. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use 
of the contents of this message is prohibited. If you have received this electronic message in error, please notify the 
sender immediately by reply e-mail or telephone 800.444.6659.

Attached File: c:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\Unique_Comments\2011-02-11-15-26-1E66.html
Attached File: c:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\Unique_Comments\SCAN-1E66.pdf
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Unique ID:19E3
Date:     2011-02-11-15-43
To:       Mike_Ahern
From:     Heather Cantino <heather.cantino@gmail.com>
Subject:  re OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11, Comments on Proposed Rules to Implement Federal Greenhouse 
Gas Regulations in Ohio

also attached.

February 11, 2011 by electronic mail             **

* *

Mike Ahern

Ohio EPA Division of Air Pollution Control

Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049

Columbus, OH  43216-1049

mike.ahern@epa.state.oh.us

*Re:            OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11,* *Comments on Proposed
Rules to Implement Federal Greenhouse Gas Regulations in Ohio*

Dear Mr. Ahern:

I am writing to express my grave concern about the possibility that Ohio
will not adequately regulate greenhouse gas emissions, including from
biogenic sources. It is imperative that OEPA incorporate rules that apply to
biogenic sources - despite the 3-year delay by USEPA.

Given the approval rate by PUCO of the utility applications to burn biomass
that have come before it over the past year, the potential impact on Ohio
forests and global climate must be recognized.  The impact will be
catastrophic. Forests comprise Ohio’s greatest carbon storage asset.  Forests
store more than 80% of all terrestrial aboveground carbon and more than 70%
of all soil organic carbon.[1] <#_ftn1>  From 2002 to 2007, continental U.S.
forests stored nearly 14 percent of carbon dioxide emissions from the
utility sector in new above ground growth alone.[2] <#_ftn2> Furthermore,
soil carbon stored in forests is emitted for decades following disturbance,
causing a negative carbon storage value for this period.[3] <#_ftn3>
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Living trees will be harvested at astronomical rates to meet the fuel
demands of the biomass burners that have either been approved or are pending
before PUCO.  If these power plants were operated at 90% capacity, nearly
30,000,000 green tons of woody biomass would be required
annually,[4]<#_ftn4>more than sixty-four times the amount of so-called
forest residue in Ohio
(which is of course also in demand by other industry). This demand would be
645% of the annual tree growth of all Ohio forests.[5] <#_ftn5> At this
rate, Ohio forests would be wiped out entirely in less than two decades.

Finally, wood fuel releases far more CO2 than coal or natural gas for the
amount of energy produced..[6] <#_ftn6>  To put it simply, CO2 is CO2,
“biogenic” or not. Especially in the case of living trees and forest soil,
the myth that this CO2 can be recaptured on a meaningful time scale to
offset the spike in emissions that will result from biomass burning on a
large scale is criminal and ecocidal. And these increased emissions will
occur as we also devastate our state’s carbon storage potential and
sequestration capacity.

I call on OEPA to draft rules that specifically regulate all biomass-related
GHG emissions that meet the 75,000 and 100,000 tpy thresholds set forth in
U.S. EPA’s Tailoring Rule. I furthermore challenge the legality of the
rescission provision in the Ohio regulations that would rescind Ohio
regulations if  USEPA regulations are invalidated. Our climate cannot wait
while regulators dither.

For Ohio’s environmental protection,

Heather Cantino

33 Cable Lane
Athens OH 45701

------------------------------

[1] <#_ftnref1>  Jandl, R., M. Lindner, L. Vesterdal, B. Bauwens, R. Baritz,
F. Hagedorn, D. W. Johnson, K. Minkkinen, and K. A. Byrne. 2007. How
strongly can forest management influence soil carbon sequestration? *Geoderma
*137 (3-4): 253-268.

[2] <#_ftnref2>  Booth, M.; Wiles, R. 2010, *Clearcut Disaster: Carbon
Loophole Threatens U.S. Forests*, Environmental Working Group, at 11;
available at http://www.ewg.org/clearcut-disaster.

[3] <#_ftnref3> See, for example, Jandl, R., M. Lindner, L. Vesterdal, B.
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Bauwens, R. Baritz, F. Hagedorn, D. W. Johnson, K. Minkkinen, and K. A.
Byrne. 2007. How strongly can forest management influence soil carbon
sequestration? *Geoderma *137 (3-4): 253-268.

[4] <#_ftnref4> Calculation: 1.5 green tons (x) 2,442MW (x) 24 hours (x)
365days (x) .90 capacity factor = 28,879,092 tons of green wood per year.  See
Bergman, Richard, et al: *Primer on Wood Biomass for Energy*, produced by
the U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service and the Forest Products
Laboratory, page 1 (January 2008);
http://www.fpl.fs.fed.us/documnts/tmu/biomass_energy/primer_on_wood_biomass_for_energy.pdf
.  1MW = 1.5 green tons (x) 24 hours (x) 365days = 13,140, or approximately
13,000 green tons per MW.

[5] <#_ftnref5> Calculation: 28,879,092 green tons potential Ohio MW demand
(/) 4,477,760 green tons 2008 net annual non-removed growth = 6.45 or 645%
of non-removed 2008 Ohio net annual forestland growth.  See Widmann, R.H.;
Butler, B.J.; Balser, D.  2010. Ohio’s forest resources, 2008. Res. Note
NRS-63. Newtown Square, PA: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service,
Northern Research Station, at page 1; available at:
http://www.nrs.fs.fed.us/pubs/rn/rn_nrs63.pdf (discussing volume of Ohio
forests and harvests in cubic feet). There are 2.3 tons in one stacked cord
of wood. US forest Service Directive – *Timber Management, R2 SUPPLEMENT
2400-96-2*, page 7 of 7 (Effective Date December 16, 1996);
http://www.fs.fed.us/im/directives/field/r2/fsm/2400/2430-2431.doc.  One
cord is equivalent to 128 cubic feet. Id.

[6] <#_ftnref6> Department of Energy, Table-1
www.eia.doe.gov/cneaf/electricity/page/co2_report/co2emiss.pdf.  Coal =
2,117 lbs CO2 per MWhr Petroleum = 1,915 lbs CO2 per MWhr Gas = 1, 314 lbs
CO2 per MWhr New power plants average 760 lbs CO2 per MWh , see page 2:
http://conedisonsolutions.com/factsheets/MA%20Jan%202010.pdf. Biomass =
3,327 lbs per MWhr (see footnote 1).  Biomass/Coal = (3,327-2,117)/2,117 =
57% Biomass/Gas = (3,327-1,314)/1,314 = 153% Biomass/New Power Plants =
(3,327-760)/760 = 338%.

Attached File: c:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\Unique_Comments\2011-02-11-15-43-19E3.html
Attached File: c:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\Unique_Comments\Comments_re_3745-31-34_and_3745-77-
11-19E3.doc



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_Unique_Comments/Unique_Comments/2011-02-11-15-43-8F84.txt[2/15/2011 8:49:51 AM]

Unique ID:8F84
Date:     2011-02-11-15-43
CC:       Bob_Hodanbosi
CC:       Drew_Bergman
To:       Mike_Ahern
CC:       Mike_Hopkins
CC:       Jack_Pounds
CC:       David_E._Northrop
From:     "Brubaker, Robert L." <RBrubaker@porterwright.com>
Subject:  Comments on proposed GHG permitting rules

Mike:  Attached are comments on Ohio EPA's proposed rules OAC 3745-31-34
and OAC 3745-77-11, submitted on behalf of the Ohio Chemistry Technology
Council and its member companies.  A hard copy is also being delivered.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on these proposed rules.  Rob

**********Notice from Porter Wright Morris & Arthur LLP********** 
This message may be protected by the attorney-client privilege. If you believe that it has been sent to you in error, do 
not read, print or forward it. Please reply to the sender that you have received the message in error. Then delete it. 
Thank you. 

To comply with certain U.S. Treasury regulations, we inform you that any federal tax advice contained in this 
message, including attachments, is not a covered opinion as described in Treasury Department Circular 230 and 
therefore cannot be relied upon to avoid any tax penalties or to support the promotion or marketing of any federal tax 
transaction. 
********************End of Notice********************
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Unique ID:7577
Date:     2011-02-11-17-01
CC:       Bob_Hodanbosi
To:       Mike_Ahern
From:     "April Bott" <abott@bottlawgroup.com>
Subject:  Comments on OEPA's Proposed PSD and Title V Rules

Mike and Bob-

 

Please see the attached comment letter submitted on behalf of: Flexible
Pavements of Ohio, Ohio Coal Association, Ohio Aggregates and Industrial
Minerals Association and the Ohio Municipal Electric Association.  Please
call me with questions.

 

April

 

 

Bott Law Group Color Logo

 

April R. Bott

Bott Law Group LLC

6037 Frantz Road, Suite 105

Dublin, Ohio 43017

Main:    614-761-2688

Direct:  614-761-3855

Fax:       614-462-1914

abott@bottlawgroup.com

 

The information contained in this e-mail is intended only for the use of the
person(s) to whom it is addressed and it may contain information that is
privileged, confidential or attorney-work product. If you are not the
intended recipient or have received this message in error, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this e-mail is
prohibited. Please notify the sender by telephone call at the number listed
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above or by return e-mail and please destroy the original message without
making a copy.

If you are not a Bott Law Group client, your communication may not be
treated as privileged or confidential.  If you are a Bott Law Group client
and are sharing attorney-client information, please remember that Internet
e-mail is not secure and you may wish to consider other means of sharing the
information.
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Unique ID:94
Date:     2011-02-13-15-27
CC:       Bob_Hodanbosi
To:       Mike_Ahern
From:     "April Bott" <abott@bottlawgroup.com>
Subject:  RE: Comments on OEPA's Proposed PSD and Title V Rules

Gentlemen-

Also, while not in the letter as it is not a specific comment proposing
changes, there is support to keep the language in 3745-31-34(C) and
3745-77-11(D).  

 

Thanks

April

 

 

From: April Bott [mailto:abott@bottlawgroup.com] 
Sent: Friday, February 11, 2011 5:02 PM
To: 'mike.ahern@epa.state.oh.us'
Cc: 'Bob Hodanbosi'
Subject: Comments on OEPA's Proposed PSD and Title V Rules

 

Mike and Bob-

 

Please see the attached comment letter submitted on behalf of: Flexible
Pavements of Ohio, Ohio Coal Association, Ohio Aggregates and Industrial
Minerals Association and the Ohio Municipal Electric Association.  Please
call me with questions.

 

April

 

 

Bott Law Group Color Logo

 

April R. Bott
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Bott Law Group LLC

6037 Frantz Road, Suite 105

Dublin, Ohio 43017

Main:    614-761-2688

Direct:  614-761-3855

Fax:       614-462-1914

abott@bottlawgroup.com

 

The information contained in this e-mail is intended only for the use of the
person(s) to whom it is addressed and it may contain information that is
privileged, confidential or attorney-work product. If you are not the
intended recipient or have received this message in error, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this e-mail is
prohibited. Please notify the sender by telephone call at the number listed
above or by return e-mail and please destroy the original message without
making a copy.

If you are not a Bott Law Group client, your communication may not be
treated as privileged or confidential.  If you are a Bott Law Group client
and are sharing attorney-client information, please remember that Internet
e-mail is not secure and you may wish to consider other means of sharing the
information.
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February 11, 2011

Via Electronic and U.S. Mail Submittal

Mike Ahern
Ohio EPA
Division of Air Pollution Control
Lazarus Government Center
P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, Ohio 43016-1049
mike.ahern@epa.state.oh.us

RE: Ohio EPA's Tailoring Rules:
Comments on January 5, 2011 Proposed Rules

Dear Mr. Ahern:

Please include the following comments, submitted on behalf of Flexible Pavements of Ohio, the
Ohio Aggregates and Industrial Minerals Association, the Ohio Coal Association and the Ohio
Municipal Electric Association, in the docket for Ohio EPA's proposed additions of Ohio Adm.
Code 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11 ("Proposed Rules") to incorporate U.S. EPA's June 3, 2010
Greenhouse Gas ("GHG") Tailoring Rule. 75 FR 31514. While this letter identifies specific
comments regarding the Proposed Rules, the letter does not constitute a waiver of any available
rights related to these Proposed Rules or any related federal rules.

Consistent with Governor Kasich's Executive Order 2011 -0 1 K, Ohio EPA should streamline the
Proposed Rules in a manner resulting in a more efficient, logical and common sense rulemaking
that eliminates the confusing and potentially contradictory cross-references to federal actions.
To that end, the Proposed Rules do not expressly define "greenhouse gases," but rather
incorporate by reference the current definition of "greenhouse gases" found in federal regulation
at 40 CFR 51.166. Ohio EPA should structure the Proposed Rules to eliminate the generic
phrase "greenhouse gases" in favor of explicit identification of the six substances identified by
U.S. EPA: carbon dioxide, nitrous oxide, methane, hydrofluoro carbons, perfluorocarbons and
sulfur hexafluoride ("Six Substances").

O.A.C. 3745-31-34(A) should be modified to explicitly limit the scope of Ohio's permit-to-
install major source requirements related to the Six Substances. Specifically, this section should
make it clear that the requirements of O.A.C. 3745-31-11 (Attainment provisions-ambient air
increments, ceilings and classifications); 3745-31-12(C)(4-5) (Attainment provisions-data
submission requirements); 3745-31-14 (Attainment provisions-preapplication analysis); 3745-
31-16  (Attainment provisions-major stationary source impact analysis); 3745-31-17 (Attainment
provisions-additional impact analysis); 3745-31-18 (Attainment provisions-air quality models);

Environment Natural Resources Energy



BOTT	 6037 Frantz Rd. • Suite 105 • Dublin, Ohio • 43017
LAW GROUP LLC
	

Phone: (614) 761-2688 • Fax: (614) 462-1914 • www.bottlawgroup.com

3745-31-19(C)and (D) (Attainment provisions-notice to the United States environmental
protection agency) are not applicable requirements for sources deemed major only by virtue of
emissions of the Six Substances. The inclusion of this limiting language is consistent with EPA's
current position that the requirements listed above do not apply to GHGs and will serve to
protect Ohio EPA and Ohio business against future interpretations or changes outside of Ohio's
control. See, Tailoring Rule, 75 Fed. Reg. 31514, 31520 (June 13, 2010); U.S. EPA's November
10, 2010 PSD and Title V Permitting Guidance for Greenhouse Gases at 48-49.

The Proposed Rules should clearly state that Ohio's Best Available Technology requirements are
not applicable to the Six Substances. While we believe the Proposed Rules were designed for
such a result, Ohio EPA should seek to simplify and clarify the language to make this limitation
clear as such change will benefit both the regulated community and Ohio EPA.

Thank you in advance for your consideration of our comments.

Sincerely,

ApfilR.Bott

On behalf of
Flexible Pavements of Ohio
Ohio Aggregates and Industrial Minerals Association
Ohio Coal Association
Ohio Municipal Electric Association

Environment Natural Resources 	 Energy
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BUCKEYE FOREST COUNCIL	  

Protecting Ohio's native forests and their inhabitants. 

	  
 
 
 
February 11, 2011  
 
Via Electronic Mail 
 
Mike Ahern 
Ohio EPA 
Division of Air Pollution Control 
Lazarus Government Center 
P.O. Box 1049 
Columbus, OH  43216-1049  
mike.ahern@epa.state.oh.us 
 
 
Re: Comments on Proposed Rules to Implement Federal Greenhouse Gas Regulations in 

Ohio 
 
Dear Mr. Ahern, 

 
    I am here today to testify on behalf of the Buckeye Forest Council, its members, and the 
forests of Ohio. BFC is a membership-based, grassroots organization dedicated to protecting 
Ohio’s native forests and their inhabitants. We are concerned that current proposals to burn 
Ohio’s forests for energy will be an enormous setback in the fight against global warming.  
Consequently, we urge Ohio EPA to draft rules that regulate, specifically, the GHGs emitted 
from woody biomass. 
 
    Ohio’s forests are easily the state’s greatest carbon storage asset, and should be protected 
as such.  Forests store more than 80% of all terrestrial aboveground carbon and more than 70% 
of all soil organic carbon.1  Forests of the continental United States stored nearly 14 percent of 
carbon dioxide emissions from the power sector into new above ground growth alone during the 
years 2002 to 2007.2   
 

Nevertheless, today Ohio’s forests are facing their greatest threat since the late Industrial 
Revolution, when nearly the entire state was clearcut to fuel iron furnaces.  As I speak, ten Ohio 
coal-fired power plants representing 2,442 megawatts (“MW”) of solid biomass are either 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
1  Jandl, R., M. Lindner, L. Vesterdal, B. Bauwens, R. Baritz, F. Hagedorn, D. W. Johnson, K. Minkkinen, and 
K. A. Byrne. 2007. How strongly can forest management influence soil carbon sequestration? Geoderma 137 
(3-4): 253-268. 
2  Booth, M.; Wiles, R. 2010, Clearcut Disaster: Carbon Loophole Threatens U.S. Forests, Environmental 
Working Group, at 11; available at http://www.ewg.org/clearcut-disaster. 
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certified or pending PUCO renewable energy certification for the burning of wood fuel.3   If each 
of these power plants operated at 90% capacity factor, nearly 30,000,000 green tons of woody 
biomass would be required to fuel them on an annual basis.4  That would be an astounding 645% 
of the tree growth Ohio’s forests experienced for the year 2008.5  Put simply, harvesting at the 
rates contemplated in biomass applications before the PUCO would denude all Ohio forestland 
within just a few short years. 

 
Losing our forests would be a disaster for Ohio’s ecosystems and the global GHG 

balance.  Moreover, burning those same forests as fuel would prove doubly disastrous.  Wood 
fuel actually releases far more CO2 than coal or natural gas.  At the stack, carbon emissions from 
wood-fired biomass facilities are 50% greater than from coal, and 300 – 400% greater than from 
natural gas.6  However, stack emissions are only part of the lifecycle emissions of forest 
harvesting, which include fossil fuels used for harvest and transport, lost carbon sequestration, 
and soil disturbance following logging.   For instance, studies have shown that a replanted clear-
cut actually gives off more CO2 than it absorbs for as long as 20 years.7 
 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
3     This figure takes into account the maximum percentages of biomass co-firing requested for certification in 
the relevant Applications.  See Zimmer, 09-1878-EL-REN, 1-10% of heat supplied, 1,300MW nameplate capacity, 
(Application at G.10., I.); Miami Fort, 09-1877-EL-REN, 1-10% of heat supplied, 1,020 nameplate capacity, 
(Application at G.10., I.); Beckjord, 09-1023-EL-REN, 1-100% of heat supplied, 1,125MW nameplate capacity, 
(Application at G.10., I.); Killen, 09-0891-EL-REN, up to 10% of heat supplied, 600MW nameplate capacity, 
(Application at G.10., I.); Burger, 09-1940-EL-REN, 51-100% of heat supplied, 312MW nameplate capacity, 
(Application at G.10., I.); Bay Shore Unit 1, 09-1042-EL-REN, 0-25% of heat supplied, 136MW nameplate capacity 
(Application at G.10., I.); Conesville Unit 3, 09-1860-EL-REN, up to 100% of heat supplied, 165MW nameplate 
capacity, (Application at G.10., I.); Muskingum River, 10-0911-EL-REN, up to ~15% heat supplied, 1,425MW 
nameplate capacity, (Application at G.10.a., I.); Picway, 10-387-EL-REN, 5-100% of heat supplied, 100MW 
nameplate capacity, (Application at G.10., I.); South Point, 09-1043-EL-REN, 100% of heat supplied, 200MW 
nameplate capacity, (Application at G.10., I.). 
4  Calculation: 1.5 green tons (x) 2,442MW (x) 24 hours (x) 365days (x) .90 capacity factor = 28,879,092 
tons of green wood per year.  See Bergman, Richard, et al: Primer on Wood Biomass for Energy, produced by the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service and the Forest Products Laboratory, page 1 (January 2008); 
http://www.fpl.fs.fed.us/documnts/tmu/biomass_energy/primer_on_wood_biomass_for_energy.pdf.  1MW = 1.5 
green tons (x) 24 hours (x) 365days = 13,140, or approximately 13,000 green tons per MW. 
5     Calculation: 28,879,092 green tons potential Ohio MW demand (/) 4,477,760 green tons 2008 net annual 
non-removed growth = 6.45 or 645% of non-removed 2008 Ohio net annual forestland growth.  See Widmann, 
R.H.; Butler, B.J.; Balser, D.  2010. Ohio’s forest resources, 2008. Res. Note NRS-63. Newtown Square, PA: U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Northern Research Station, at page 1; available at: 
http://www.nrs.fs.fed.us/pubs/rn/rn_nrs63.pdf (discussing volume of Ohio forests and harvests in cubic feet). There 
are 2.3 tons in one stacked cord of wood. US forest Service Directive – Timber Management, R2 SUPPLEMENT 
2400-96-2, page 7 of 7 (Effective Date December 16, 1996); 
http://www.fs.fed.us/im/directives/field/r2/fsm/2400/2430-2431.doc.  One cord is equivalent to 128 cubic feet. Id. 
6  Department of Energy, Table-1 www.eia.doe.gov/cneaf/electricity/page/co2_report/co2emiss.pdf.  Coal = 
2,117 lbs CO2 per MWhr Petroleum = 1,915 lbs CO2 per MWhr Gas = 1, 314 lbs CO2 per MWhr New power 
plants average 760 lbs CO2 per MWh , see page 2: 
http://conedisonsolutions.com/factsheets/MA%20Jan%202010.pdf. Biomass = 3,327 lbs per MWhr (see footnote 1).  
Biomass/Coal = (3,327-2,117)/2,117 = 57% Biomass/Gas = (3,327-1,314)/1,314 = 153% Biomass/New Power 
Plants = (3,327-760)/760 = 338%. 
7  See, e.g., Jandl, R., M. Lindner, L. Vesterdal, B. Bauwens, R. Baritz, F. Hagedorn, D. W. Johnson, K. 
Minkkinen, and K. A. Byrne. 2007. How strongly can forest management influence soil carbon sequestration? 
Geoderma 137 (3- 
4): 253-268. 
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Failure to regulate carbon released from woody biomass harvesting and incineration 
could seriously undermine any attempts to meet GHG reduction targets and would incentivize 
the large-scale destruction of Ohio’s forest ecosystems and the vital carbon storage services they 
perform.  Buckeye Forest Council therefore urges OEPA to draft rules that specifically regulate 
any and all biomass-related GHG emissions that meet the 75,000 and 100,000 tpy thresholds set 
forth in U.S. EPA’s Tailoring Rule. 
 
       

Respectfully Submitted, 
 
      /s/  Nathan G. Johnson____ 
      Staff Attorney 
      Buckeye Forest Council 
      1200 W. Fifth Ave., Suite 103 
      Columbus, OH 43212 
      Phone: (614) 487-9290 
      nathan@buckeyeforestcouncil.org 
 
        



February 11, 2011  Via Electronic Mail 
 
Mike Ahern 
Ohio EPA Division of Air Pollution Control 
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049 
Columbus, OH  43216-1049  
mike.ahern@epa.state.oh.us 
 
Re: OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11, Comments on Proposed Rules to 

Implement Federal Greenhouse Gas Regulations in Ohio 
 
Dear Mr. Ahern: 
 
I am writing to express my grave concern about the possibility that Ohio will not 
adequately regulate greenhouse gas emissions, including from biogenic sources. It is 
imperative that OEPA incorporate rules that apply to biogenic sources - despite the 3-
year delay by USEPA.  
 
Given the approval rate by PUCO of the utility applications to burn biomass that 
have come before it over the past year, the potential impact on Ohio forests and 
global climate must be recognized.  The impact will be catastrophic. Forests comprise 
Ohio’s greatest carbon storage asset.  Forests store more than 80% of all terrestrial 
aboveground carbon and more than 70% of all soil organic carbon.1

  From 2002 to 2007, 
continental U.S. forests stored nearly 14 percent of carbon dioxide emissions from the 
utility sector in new above ground growth alone.2 Furthermore, soil carbon stored in 
forests is emitted for decades following disturbance, causing a negative carbon storage 
value for this period.3

 
  

Living trees will be harvested at astronomical rates to meet the fuel demands of the 
biomass burners that have either been approved or are pending before PUCO.  If these 
power plants were operated at 90% capacity, nearly 30,000,000 green tons of woody 
biomass would be required annually,4

                                                        
1  Jandl, R., M. Lindner, L. Vesterdal, B. Bauwens, R. Baritz, F. Hagedorn, D. W. Johnson, K. Minkkinen, 
and K. A. Byrne. 2007. How strongly can forest management influence soil carbon sequestration? 
Geoderma 137 (3-4): 253-268. 

 more than sixty-four times the amount of so-called 
forest residue in Ohio (which is of course also in demand by other industry). This demand 

2  Booth, M.; Wiles, R. 2010, Clearcut Disaster: Carbon Loophole Threatens U.S. Forests, Environmental 
Working Group, at 11; available at http://www.ewg.org/clearcut-disaster. 
3 See, for example, Jandl, R., M. Lindner, L. Vesterdal, B. Bauwens, R. Baritz, F. Hagedorn, D. W. 
Johnson, K. Minkkinen, and K. A. Byrne. 2007. How strongly can forest management influence soil 
carbon sequestration? Geoderma 137 (3-4): 253-268.  
4 Calculation: 1.5 green tons (x) 2,442MW (x) 24 hours (x) 365days (x) .90 capacity factor = 28,879,092 
tons of green wood per year.  See Bergman, Richard, et al: Primer on Wood Biomass for Energy, produced 
by the U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service and the Forest Products Laboratory, page 1 (January 
2008); http://www.fpl.fs.fed.us/documnts/tmu/biomass_energy/primer_on_wood_biomass_for_energy.pdf.  
1MW = 1.5 green tons (x) 24 hours (x) 365days = 13,140, or approximately 13,000 green tons per MW. 
  

http://www.fpl.fs.fed.us/documnts/tmu/biomass_energy/primer_on_wood_biomass_for_energy.pdf�


would be 645% of the annual tree growth of all Ohio forests.5

 

 At this rate, Ohio forests 
would be wiped out entirely in less than two decades. 

Finally, wood fuel releases far more CO2 than coal or natural gas for the amount of 
energy produced..6

 

  To put it simply, CO2 is CO2, “biogenic” or not. Especially in the 
case of living trees and forest soil, the myth that this CO2 can be recaptured on a 
meaningful time scale to offset the spike in emissions that will result from biomass 
burning on a large scale is criminal and ecocidal. And these increased emissions will 
occur as we also devastate our state’s carbon storage potential and sequestration capacity.   

I call on OEPA to draft rules that specifically regulate all biomass-related GHG 
emissions that meet the 75,000 and 100,000 tpy thresholds set forth in U.S. EPA’s 
Tailoring Rule. I furthermore challenge the legality of the rescission provision in the 
Ohio regulations that would rescind Ohio regulations if  USEPA regulations are 
invalidated. Our climate cannot wait while regulators dither. 
 
For Ohio’s environmental protection, 
 
Heather Cantino 
33 Cable Lane 
Athens OH 45701 

                                                        
5 Calculation: 28,879,092 green tons potential Ohio MW demand (/) 4,477,760 green tons 2008 net annual 
non-removed growth = 6.45 or 645% of non-removed 2008 Ohio net annual forestland growth.  See 
Widmann, R.H.; Butler, B.J.; Balser, D.  2010. Ohio’s forest resources, 2008. Res. Note NRS-63. Newtown 
Square, PA: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Northern Research Station, at page 1; 
available at: http://www.nrs.fs.fed.us/pubs/rn/rn_nrs63.pdf (discussing volume of Ohio forests and harvests 
in cubic feet). There are 2.3 tons in one stacked cord of wood. US forest Service Directive – Timber 
Management, R2 SUPPLEMENT 2400-96-2, page 7 of 7 (Effective Date December 16, 1996); 
http://www.fs.fed.us/im/directives/field/r2/fsm/2400/2430-2431.doc.  One cord is equivalent to 128 cubic 
feet. Id.  
6 Department of Energy, Table-1 www.eia.doe.gov/cneaf/electricity/page/co2_report/co2emiss.pdf.  Coal = 
2,117 lbs CO2 per MWhr Petroleum = 1,915 lbs CO2 per MWhr Gas = 1, 314 lbs CO2 per MWhr New 
power plants average 760 lbs CO2 per MWh , see page 2: 
http://conedisonsolutions.com/factsheets/MA%20Jan%202010.pdf. Biomass = 3,327 lbs per MWhr (see 
footnote 1).  Biomass/Coal = (3,327-2,117)/2,117 = 57% Biomass/Gas = (3,327-1,314)/1,314 = 153% 
Biomass/New Power Plants = (3,327-760)/760 = 338%. 
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I fi nd duck hunting with friends in 
a bottomland hardwood swamp or 
fi shing with my kids on an Oregon 
river bolsters my spirit and reminds me 
why I care about conservation and our 
wildlife heritage.

But wildlife-associated and vital 
recreation—activities such as hunting, 
fi shing, and birding—also provide 
signifi cant fi nancial support for wildlife 
conservation in our Nation’s economy.  
According to information from the 
newest National Survey of Fishing, 
Hunting, and Wildlife-Associated 
Recreation, 87.5 million Americans 
spent more than $122 billion in 2006 
on wildlife-related recreation.  And 
this spending supports hundreds of 
 thousands of jobs in industries and 
businesses.

The Survey is conducted every fi ve 
years at the request of State fi sh and 
wildlife agencies to measure the impor-
tance of wildlife-based recreation to the 
American people.  The 2006 Survey 
represents the 11th in a series that 
began in 1955.  Developed in collabo-
ration with the States, the Association 
of Fish and Wildlife Agencies, and 
national conservation organizations, 
the Survey has become one of the most 
important sources of information on 
fi sh and wildlife-related recreation in 
the United States.  

In the 75-year history of the Sport Fish 
and Wildlife Restoration Programs, 
excise taxes on fi rearms, ammunition, 
archery, and angling equipment have 
generated a cumulative total of more 
than $10 billion for wildlife conserva-
tion efforts by State and Territorial 
wildlife agencies for fi sh and wildlife 
management.  

My thanks go to the men and women 
who took time to participate in the 
survey, as well as to the State fi sh and 
wildlife agencies for their fi nancial 
support through the Multistate Conser-
vation Grant Programs.  Without that 
support, the 2006 Survey would never 
have been possible.  

I am comforted to know that my chil-
dren and all Americans will have the 
opportunity to appreciate our Nation’s 
rich wildlife tradition.   Along with 
a record number of Americans, we 
continue to enjoy wildlife.  We are 
laying the foundation for conservation’s 
future.  

H. Dale Hall
Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Foreword
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Survey Background and Method

The National Survey of Fishing, 
Hunting, and Wildlife-Asso ciated 
Recreation (Survey) has been 
conducted since 1955 and is one of 
the oldest and most comprehensive 
continuing recreation surveys. The 
Survey collects information on the 
number of anglers, hunters, and wild-
life watchers; how often they partici-
pate; and how much they spend on their 
activities in the United States.

Preparations for the 2006 Survey began 
in 2004 when the Association of Fish 
and Wildlife Agencies (AFWA) recom-
mended that the Fish and Wildlife 
Service conduct the 11th Survey of 
wildlife-related recreation. Funding 
came from the Multistate Conservation 
Grant Programs, authorized by Sport 
Fish and Wildlife Restoration Acts, as 
amended.

We consulted with State and Federal 
agencies and nongovernmental 
o rganizations such as the Wildlife 
Management Institute and American 
Sportfi shing Association to determine 
survey content. Other sportsper-
sons’ organizations and conservation 
groups, industry representatives, and 
researchers also provided valuable 
advice.

Four regional technical committees 
were set up under the auspices of the 
AFWA to ensure that State fi sh and 
wildlife agencies had an opportunity to 

participate in all phases of survey plan-
ning and design. The committees were 
made up of agency representatives.

Data collection for the Survey was 
carried out by the U.S. Census Bureau 
in two phases. The fi rst phase was the 
screen which began in April 2006. 
During this phase, the Census Bureau 
interviewed a sample of 85,000 house-
holds nationwide to determine who 
in the household had fi shed, hunted, 
or wildlife watched in 2005, and who 
had engaged or planned to engage 
in those activities in 2006. In most 
cases, one adult household member 
provided information for all members. 
The screen primarily covered 2005 
activities while the next, more in-depth 
phase covered 2006 activities. For 
more information on 2005 data, refer to 
Appendix B.

The second phase of data collection 
consisted of three detailed inter-
view waves. The fi rst began in April 
2006 concurrent with the screen, the 
second in September 2006, and the 
last in January 2007. Interviews were 
conducted with samples of likely 
anglers, hunters, and wildlife watchers 
who were identifi ed in the initial 
screening phase. Interviews were 
conducted primarily by phone, with 
in-person interviews for respondents 
who could not be reached by phone. 
Respondents in the second survey 
phase were limited to those who were 

at least 16 years old. Each respondent 
provided information pertaining only to 
his or her activities and expenditures. 
Sample sizes were designed to provide 
statistically reliable results at the state 
level. Information on sampling proce-
dures, sample sizes, and response rates 
is found in Appendix D.

Comparability With Previous 
Surveys
The 2006 Survey questions and meth-
odology were similar to those used 
in the 2001, 1996, and 1991 Surveys. 
Therefore, the estimates are compa-
rable.  

The methodology of these Surveys 
did differ importantly from the 1985 
and 1980 Surveys, so these estimates 
are not directly comparable to those 
of earlier surveys. Changes in meth-
odology included reducing the recall 
period over which respondents had to 
report their activities and expenditures. 
Previous Surveys used a 12-month 
recall period, which resulted in greater 
reporting bias. Research found that the 
amount of activity and expenditures 
reported in 12-month recall surveys 
was overestimated in comparison 
with that reported using shorter recall 
periods.
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Introduction

The National Survey of Fishing, 
Hunting, and Wildlife-Associated 
Recreation reports results from inter-
views with U.S. residents about their 
fi shing, hunting, and wildlife watching. 
This report focuses on 2006 participa-
tion and expenditures of persons 16 
years of age and older.

The Survey is a snapshot of one year.  
The information it collected tells us 
how many people participated and 
how much they spent on their activi-
ties in the State in 2006.  It does not 
tell us how many anglers, hunters, and 
wildlife watchers there were because 
many do not participate every year.  
For example, based on information 
collected by the Survey’s household 
screen and detailed phase, we can 
estimate that about 33 percent more 
anglers and hunters participated nation-
ally in at least 1 of the 4 years prior to 
the survey year 2006.

In addition to 2006 estimates, we also 
provide trend information in the High-
lights section and Appendix C of the 
report. The 2006 numbers reported can 
be compared with those in the 1991, 
1996, and 2001 Survey reports because 
they used similar methodologies. The 
2006 estimates should not be directly 
compared with results from Surveys 
conducted earlier than 1991 because 
of changes in methodology to improve 
accuracy.

The report also provides information 
on participation in wildlife recreation 
in 2005, particularly of persons 6 to 15 
years of age. The 2005 information is 
provided in Appendix B. Information 
about the Survey’s scope and coverage 
is in Appendix D. The remainder of this 
section defi nes important terms used in 
the Survey.

This report does not provide infor-
mation about the State’s wildlife 

resources.  That, and additional infor-
mation on wildlife-related recreation, 
may be obtained from State fi sh and 
wildlife agencies.  The Association of 
Fish and Wildlife Agencies can provide 
the addresses and telephone numbers of 
those agencies.  The Association’s Web 
site is <www.fi shwildlife.org>.

Wildlife-Associated Recreation
Wildlife-associated recreation is 
fi shing, hunting, and wildlife-watching 
activities. These categories are not 
mutually exclusive because many indi-
viduals participated in more than one 
activity. Wildlife-associated recreation 
is reported in two major categories: (1) 
fi shing and hunting and (2) wildlife 
watching, which includes observing, 
photographing, and feeding fi sh or 
wildlife.

Fishing and Hunting
This Survey reports information about 
residents of the United States who 
fi shed or hunted in 2006, regardless of 
whether they were licensed. The fi shing 
and hunting sections report information 
for three groups: (1) sportspersons, (2) 
anglers, and (3) hunters.

Sportspersons
Sportspersons are those who fi shed 
or hunted. Individuals who fi shed 
or hunted commercially in 2006 are 
reported as sportspersons only if they 
also fi shed or hunted for recreation. 
The sportspersons group is composed 
of three subgroups, as shown in the 
diagram on this page: (1) those that 
fi shed and hunted, (2) those that only 
fi shed, and (3) those that only hunted.

The total number of sportspersons is 
equal to the sum of people who only 
fi shed, only hunted, and both hunted 
and fi shed. It is not the sum of all 
anglers and all hunters because those 

people who both fi shed and hunted are 
included in both the angler and hunter 
population and would be incorrectly 
counted twice.

Anglers
Anglers are sportspersons who only 
fi shed plus those who fi shed and 
hunted. Anglers include not only 
licensed hook and line anglers, but 
also those who have no license and 
those who use special methods such as 
fi shing with spears.

Three types of fi shing are reported: (1) 
freshwater, excluding the Great Lakes, 
(2) Great Lakes, and (3) saltwater. 
Since many anglers participated in 
more than one type of fi shing, the total 
number of anglers is less than the sum 
of the three types of fi shing.

Hunters
Hunters are sportspersons who only 
hunted plus those who hunted and 
fi shed. Hunters include not only 
licensed hunters using rifl es and shot-
guns but also those who had no license 
and those who hunted with a bow and 
arrow, primitive fi rearm, or pistol or 
handgun.

Sportspersons

Anglers Hunters

Fished 
only

Fished
and
hunted

Hunted
only
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Four types of hunting are reported: (1) 
big game, (2) small game, (3) migra-
tory bird, and (4) other animals. Since 
many hunters participated in more than 
one type of hunting, the sum of hunters 
for big game, small game, migratory 
bird, and other animals exceeds the 
total number of hunters.

Wildlife Watchers
Since 1980, the National Survey has 
included information on wildlife-
watching activities in addition to 
fi shing and hunting. The 1991, 1996, 
2001, and 2006 Surveys, unlike the 
1980 and 1985 Surveys, collected data 
only for activities where the primary 
purpose was wildlife watching. The 
1980 and 1985 Surveys included esti-
mates of unplanned wildlife watching 
around the home and while on trips 
taken for another purpose.

The 2006 Survey uses a strict defi ni-
tion of wildlife watching. Participants 
must either take a “special interest” 

in w ildlife around their homes or take 
a trip for the “primary purpose” of 
wildlife watching. Secondary wild-
life watching, such as incidentally 
observing wildlife while pleasure 
driving, is not included.

Two types of wildlife watching 
are reported: (1) away-from-home 
(formerly nonresidential) activities and 
(2) around-the-home (formerly residen-
tial) activities. Because some people 
participated in more than one type of 
wildlife watching, the sum of partici-
pants in each type will be greater than 
the total number of wildlife watchers. 
The two types of wildlife-watching 
activity are explained next.

Away-From-Home Wildlife 
Watching
This group includes persons who 
took trips or outings of at least 1 mile 
from home for the primary purpose of 
observing, feeding, or photographing 
fi sh and wildlife. Trips to fi sh, hunt, 

or scout and trips to zoos, circuses, 
aq uariums, and museums are not 
considered wildlife-watching activities.

Around-the-Home Wildlife 
Watching
This group includes those who 
participated within 1 mile of home and 
involves one or more of the following: 
(1) closely observing or trying to iden-
tify birds or other wildlife; (2) photo-
graphing wildlife; (3) feeding birds or 
other wildlife; (4) maintaining natural 
areas of at least 1/4 acre where benefi t 
to wildlife is the primary concern; (5) 
maintaining plantings (shrubs, agri-
cultural crops, etc.) where benefi t to 
wildlife is the primary concern; or (6) 
visiting public parks within 1 mile 
of home for the primary purpose of 
observing, feeding, or photographing 
wildlife.
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2006 Ohio Summary

Fishing  
Anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   1,256,000 
Days of fi shing  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16,318,000 
Average days per angler . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 
Total expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$1,062,036,000
 Trip-related  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $558,793,000
 Equipment and other . . . . . . . . . . . . . $503,243,000
Average per angler  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $769
Average trip expenditure per day  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $34

Hunting 
Hunters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  500,000 
Days of hunting . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10,633,000 
Average days per hunter . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 
Total expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $841,556,000
 Trip-related  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $148,609,000
 Equipment and other . . . . . . . . . . . . . $692,947,000
Average per hunter  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$1,672
Average trip expenditure per day  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $14

Wildlife Watching 
Total wildlife-watching participants . . . .   3,489,000 
 Away-from-home participants . . . . . . . .   1,055,000 
 Around-the-home participants . . . . . . . .   3,272,000 
Days of participation away from home . . . .   7,816,000 
Average days of participation 
  away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 
Total expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$1,187,703,000
 Trip-related  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $207,253,000
 Equipment and other . . . . . . . . . . . . . $980,449,000
Average per participant . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $301
Average trip expenditure per day  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $27

Activities in Ohio by Residents and Nonresidents Activities in Ohio by Nonresidents 

Fishing 
Anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  112,000 
Days of fi shing  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,178,000 
Average days per angler . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 
Total expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $196,520,000
 Trip-related  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $91,283,000
 Equipment and other . . . . . . . . . . . . . $105,237,000
Average per angler  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$1,758
Average trip expenditure per day  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $77

Hunting
Hunters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   ... 
Days of hunting  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   ... 
Average days per hunter  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ... 
Total expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1$67,638,000
 Trip-related  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1$20,087,000
 Equipment and other . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ...
Average per hunter  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ...
Average trip expenditure per day  . . . . . . . . . . . .  ...
 
Wildlife Watching 
Total wildlife-watching participants . . . . . . .132,000 
 Away-from-home participants . . . . . . . . . .  132,000 
 Around-the-home participants . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  (X) 
Days of participation away from home . . . . . 1,070,000 
Average days of participation 
  away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 
Total expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $234,921,000
 Trip-related  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $95,884,000
 Equipment and other . . . . . . . . . . . . . $139,036,000
Average per participant . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $732
Average trip expenditure per day  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $90

… Sample size too small to report data reliably.   

(X) Not applicable.

1 Expenditures are reportable because nonresident anglers bought 
 hunting-related items in Ohio but did not hunt there.
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Activities in Ohio by Residents 

Fishing  
Anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,145,000 
Days of fi shing  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15,141,000 
Average days per angler . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 
Total expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $865,516,000
 Trip-related  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $467,510,000
 Equipment and other . . . . . . . . . . . . . $398,006,000
Average per angler  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $756
Average trip expenditure per day  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $31
 
Hunting
Hunters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  467,000 
Days of hunting . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10,419,000 
Average days per hunter . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 
Total expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $773,918,000
 Trip-related  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $128,522,000
 Equipment and other . . . . . . . . . . . . . $645,396,000
Average per hunter  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$1,657
Average trip expenditure per day  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $12
 
Wildlife Watching
Total wildlife-watching participants . . . . . 3,357,000 
 Away-from-home participants . . . . . . . . . .  923,000 
 Around-the-home participants . . . . . . . . . 3,272,000 
Days of participation away from home . . . . . 6,746,000 
Average days of participation 
  away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 
Total expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $952,782,000
 Trip-related  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $111,369,000
 Equipment and other . . . . . . . . . . . . . $841,413,000
Average per participant . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $284
Average trip expenditure per day  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $17

Activities by Ohio Residents Both Inside 
and Outside Ohio 

Fishing 
Anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,293,000 
Days of fi shing  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17,583,000 
Average days per angler . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 
Total expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$1,118,439,000
 Trip-related  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $688,716,000
 Equipment and other . . . . . . . . . . . . . $429,723,000
Average per angler  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $865
Average trip expenditure per day  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $39
 
Hunting
Hunters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  477,000 
Days of hunting . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10,728,000 
Average days per hunter . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 
Total expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $863,874,000
 Trip-related  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $177,656,000
 Equipment and other . . . . . . . . . . . . . $686,218,000
Average per hunter  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$1,812
Average trip expenditure per day  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $17
 
Wildlife Watching
Total wildlife-watching participants . . . . . 3,379,000 
 Away-from-home participants . . . . . . . . . 1,174,000 
 Around-the-home participants . . . . . . . . . 3,272,000 
Days of participation away from home . . . . . 9,522,000 
Average days of participation 
  away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 
Total expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$1,235,640,000
 Trip-related  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $365,635,000
 Equipment and other . . . . . . . . . . . . . $870,005,000
Average per participant . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $366
Average trip expenditure per day  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $38
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Participation in Ohio
The 2006 Survey found that 4.2 million 
Ohio residents and nonresidents 16 
years old and older fi shed, hunted, or 
wildlife watched in Ohio. Of the total 
number of participants, 1.3 million 
fi shed, 500 thousand hunted, and 
3.5 million participated in wildlife-
watching activities, which include 
observing, feeding, and photographing 
wildlife. The sum of anglers, hunters, 
and wildlife watchers exceeds the total 
number of participants in wildlife -
related recreation because many 
 individuals engaged in more than 
one wildlife-related activity.

Participation by 6-to-15-Year-Old 
Ohio Residents
The focus of the National Survey is 
on the activity of participants 16 years 
old and older. However, the activity of 
6- to 15-year-olds can be calculated 
using the screening data covering the 
year 2005. It is assumed for estima-
tion purposes that the relative activity 
levels of 6-to-15-year-old participants 

and participants 16 years old and older 
remained the same in 2005 and 2006. 
Based on this assumption, in addition 
to the 1.3 million resident anglers 16 
years old and older, there were 428 
thousand resident anglers 6 to 15 years 
old. Also, in addition to the 477 thou-
sand residents 16 years old and older 
who hunted, there were 49 thousand 
6-to-15-year-old residents who hunted. 
Finally, there were 3.4 million Ohio 
residents 16 years old and older and 
563 thousand 6- to 15-year-olds who 
wildlife watched. Further information 
on 6- to 15-year-olds is provided in 
Appendix B.

Expenditures in Ohio
In 2006, state residents and nonresi-
dents spent $3.2 billion on wildlife 
recreation in Ohio. Of that total, 
trip-related expenditures were $915 
million and equipment purchases 
totaled $1.9 billion. The remaining 
$384 million was spent on licenses, 
contributions, land ownership and 
leasing, and other items. 

Wildlife-Associated Recreation

Participants in Wildlife-Associated Recreation in Ohio: 2006 
(U.S. residents 16 years old and older) 

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   4.2 million

Sportspersons
Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   1.5 million 
 Anglers  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   1.3 million 
 Hunters  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   500 thousand 
 
Wildlife Watchers
Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   3.5 million 
 Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   1.1 million 
 Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   3.3 million 

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses.   

Source: Tables 3, 24, and 39.

Percent of Total Participants
by Activity
(Total: 4.2 million participants)

Wildlife
watching

HuntingFishing 

30%

12%

82%

Wildlife-Associated Recreation 
Expenditures in Ohio

(Total: $3.2 billion)

Equipment 
59%

Trip-related
29%

Other
12%
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Sportspersons

In 2006, 1.5 million state resident and 
nonresident sportspersons 16 years old 
and older fi shed or hunted in Ohio. This 
group comprised 1.3 million anglers 
(84 percent of all sportspersons) and 

500 thousand hunters (34 percent of all 
sportspersons). Among the 1.5 million 
sportspersons who fi shed or hunted in 
the state, 988 thousand (66 percent) 
fi shed but did not hunt in Ohio. Another 

232 thousand (16 percent) hunted but 
did not fi sh there. The remaining 268 
thousand (18 percent) fi shed and hunted 
in Ohio in 2006. 

Sportspersons’ Participation in Ohio
(State residents and nonresidents 16 years old and older)

Sportspersons (fi shed or hunted) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   1.5 million

Anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   1.3 million
 Fished only  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   988 thousand
 Fished and hunted . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   268 thousand
 
Hunters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   500 thousand
 Hunted only . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   232 thousand
 Hunted and fi shed . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   268 thousand

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses.

Source: Table 1.
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Anglers

Participants and Days of Fishing
In 2006, 1.3 million state residents 
and nonresidents 16 years old and 
older fi shed in Ohio. Of this total, 1.1 
million anglers (91 percent) were state 
residents and 112 thousand anglers (9 
percent) were nonresidents. Anglers 
fi shed a total of 16.3 million days 
in Ohio—an average of 13 days per 
angler. State residents fi shed 15.1 
million days—93 percent of all fi shing 
days in Ohio. Nonresidents fi shed 

1.2 million days in Ohio—7 percent of 
all fi shing days in the state. 

A large majority of Ohio residents who 
fi shed anywhere in the United States 
did so in their resident state. There 
were 1.3 million Ohio residents 16 
years old and older who fi shed in the 
United States in 2006 for a total of 17.6 
million days. An estimated 89 percent 
of all Ohio residents who fi shed did so 
in their home state. Of all fi shing days 

by Ohio residents, 86 percent or 15.1 
million were in their home state.

Some state residents fi shed in states 
other than Ohio. In 2006, 352 thousand 
Ohio residents fi shed in other states—
27 percent of all residents fi shing in any 
state. They fi shed 2.5 million days as 
nonresidents, representing 14 percent 
of all days fi shed by Ohio residents. For 
further details about fi shing in Ohio, 
see Table 3.

Anglers in Ohio
(State residents and nonresidents 16 years old and older)

Anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   1.3 million
 Resident . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   1.1 million
 Nonresident . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   112 thousand

Days of fi shing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   16.3 million
 Resident . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   15.1 million
 Nonresident . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   1.2 million

Source: Table 3.

In State/Out of State
(State residents 16 years old and older)  

Ohio anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   1.3 million
 In Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   1.1 million 
 In other states. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   352 thousand 

Days of fi shing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   17.6 million
 In Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   15.1 million
 In other states. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   2.5 million 

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses.

Source: Table 3.
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Fishing Expenditures in Ohio
All fi shing-related expenditures in 
Ohio totaled $1.1 billion in 2006. 
Trip-related expenditures, which 
include food and lodging, transporta-
tion, and other trip expenses, totaled 
$559 million—53 percent of all fi shing 
expenditures. Expenditures for food 
and lodging were $199 million and 
transportation expenditures were $125 
million. Other trip expenses, such as 
equipment rental, bait, and cooking 
fuel, totaled $234 million. Each angler 
spent an average of $445 on trip-related 
costs during 2006.

Anglers spent $462 million on equip-
ment in Ohio in 2006, 43 percent of all 
fi shing expenditures. Fishing equip-
ment (rods, reels, line, etc.) spending 
totaled $148 million—32 percent of 
the equipment total. Auxiliary equip-
ment expenditures (tents, special 
fi shing clothes, etc.) and special equip-
ment expenditures (boats, vans, etc.) 
amounted to $314 million—68 percent 
of the equipment total. Special and 
auxiliary equipment are items that were 
purchased for fi shing but could be used 
in activities other than fi shing.

The purchase of other items, such as 
magazines, membership dues, licenses, 
permits, stamps, and land leasing and 
ownership, amounted to $42 million—
4 percent of all fi shing expenditures. 
For more details about fi shing expen-
ditures in Ohio, see Tables 19 and 21 
through 23.

Fishing Expenditures in Ohio
(State residents and nonresidents 16 years old and older)

Total  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $1.1 billion
 Trip-related  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $559 million
 Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $462 million
  Fishing  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $148 million
  Auxiliary and special  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $314 million
 Other . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $42 million

Source: Table 19.

Percent of Anglers by Residence
(Total: 1.3 million participants)

NonresidentsResidents

91%

9%

Fishing Expenditures 
in Ohio

(Total: $1.1 billion)

Trip-related 
53%

Other
4%

Equipment
43%
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Hunters

Participants and Days of Hunting
In 2006, there were 500 thousand 
residents and nonresidents 16 years old 
and older who hunted in Ohio. Resi-
dent hunters numbered 467 thousand, 
accounting for 93 percent of the hunters 
in Ohio. They hunted 10.6 million days 
in 2006, an average of 21 days per 
hunter. Resident hunters accounted for 
98 percent of all hunting days in Ohio.

There were 477 thousand Ohio resi-
dents 16 years old and older who 
hunted in the United States in 2006 for 
a total of 10.7 million days. An esti-
mated 98 percent of all Ohio residents 
who hunted did so in their home state. 
Of all hunting days by Ohio residents, 
97 percent or 10.4 million were spent 
pursuing game in their home state. 

Some state residents hunted in states 
other than Ohio. Altogether, 47 thou-
sand or 10 percent of all Ohio hunters 
hunted in other states. Their 338 
thousand days of hunting in other states 
represented 3 percent of all days Ohio 
residents spent hunting in 2006. For 
more information on hunting activities 
by Ohio residents, see Table 3.

Hunters in Ohio
(State residents and nonresidents 16 years old and older)  

Hunters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   500 thousand
 Resident . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   467 thousand
 Nonresident . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   ...
 
Days of hunting . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   10.6 million
 Resident . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   10.4 million
 Nonresident . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   ... 
 
… Sample size too small to report data reliably.

 Source: Table 3.

In State/Out of State
(State residents 16 years old and older)

Ohio hunters  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   477 thousand 
 In Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   467 thousand 
 In other states. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   47 thousand 

Days of hunting . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   10.7 million 
 In Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   10.4 million 
 In other states. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   338 thousand 

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses. 

Source: Table 3.
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Hunting Expenditures in Ohio
All hunting-related expenditures in 
Ohio totaled $842 million in 2006. 
Trip-related expenses, such as food and 
lodging, transportation, and other trip 
expenses, totaled $149 million—18 
percent of total expenditures. Expen-
ditures for food and lodging were $73 
million and transportation expenditures 
were $67 million. The average trip-
related expenditure per hunter 
was $297.

Hunters spent $600 million on equip-
ment—71 percent of all hunting 
 expenditures. Hunting equipment 
(guns, ammunition, etc.) totaled $210 
million and made up 35 percent of 
all equipment costs. Hunters spent 
$390 million on auxiliary equipment 
(tents, special hunting clothes, etc.) 
and special equipment (boats, vans, 
etc.), accounting for 65 percent of total 
equipment expenditures for hunting. 
Special and auxiliary equipment are 
items that were purchased for hunting 
but could be used in activities other 
than hunting.

The purchase of other items, such as 
magazines, membership dues, licenses, 
permits, and land leasing and owner-
ship, cost hunters $93 million—11 
percent of all hunting expenditures. For 
more details on hunting expenditures in 
Ohio, see Tables 20 through 23.

Hunting Expenditures in Ohio
(State residents and nonresidents 16 years old and older)

Total  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $842 million 
 Trip-related  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $149 million 
 Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $600 million 
  Hunting . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $210 million 
  Auxiliary and special  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $390 million 
 Other . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $93 million 

Source: Table 20.

Hunting Expenditures 
in Ohio

(Total: $842 million)

Trip-related 
18%

Other
11%

Equipment
71%



12    2006 National Survey of Fishing, Hunting, and Wildlife-Associated Recreation—Ohio U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

Wildlife Watchers

Participants and Days of Activity
In 2006, 3.5 million U.S. residents 16 
years old and older fed, observed, or 

photographed wildlife in Ohio. Most of 
them, 94 percent (3.3 million), enjoyed 
their activities close to home and are 

called “around-the-home” participants. 
Those persons who enjoyed wildlife 
at least 1 mile from home are called 
“away-from-home” participants. People 
participating in away-from-home 
activities in Ohio in 2006 numbered 
1.1 million—30 percent of all wildlife 
watchers in Ohio. Of the 1.1 million, 
923 thousand were state residents and 
132 thousand were nonresidents. 

Ohio residents 16 years old and older 
who enjoyed away-from-home wildlife 
watching within their state totaled 923 
thousand. Of this group, 863 thousand 
participants observed wildlife, 309 
thousand fed wildlife, and 222 thou-
sand photographed wildlife. Since 
some individuals engaged in more than 
1 of the 3 away-from-home activities 
during the year, the sum of wildlife 
observers, feeders, and photographers 
exceeds the total number of away-from-
home participants. 

Ohio residents spent 6.7 million days 
engaged in away-from-home wildlife-
watching activities in their state. They 
spent 6.1 million days observing wild-
life, 1.8 million days feeding wildlife, 
and 1.7 million days photographing 
wildlife. The sum of days observing, 
feeding, and photographing wildlife 
exceeds the total days of wildlife-
watching activity because individuals 
engaged in more than one activity on 
some days. For further details about 
away-from-home activities, see 
Table 25.

Ohio residents also took an active 
interest in wildlife around their homes. 
In 2006, 3.3 million state residents 
enjoyed observing, feeding, and 
photographing wildlife within 1 mile 
of their homes. Among this around-
the-home group, 2.7 million fed, 2.2 
million observed, and 833 thousand 
photographed wildlife around their 
homes. Another 613 thousand partici-
pants maintained natural areas of 1/4 
acre or more for wildlife; 711 t housand 

Wildlife-Watching Participants in Ohio
(State residents and nonresidents 16 years old and older)

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   3.5 million
 Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   3.3 million
 Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   1.1 million

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses. 

Source: Table 24.

Away-From-Home Wildlife-Watching Participation in Ohio
(State residents and nonresidents 16 years old and older)

Participants, total  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   1.1 million
 Observe wildlife  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   990 thousand
 Feed wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   375 thousand
 Photograph wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   292 thousand

Days, total  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   7.8 million
 Observe wildlife  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   7.1 million
 Feed wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   2.5 million
 Photograph wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   2.4 million

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses. 

Source: Table 25.

Around-the-Home Wildlife-Watching Participation in Ohio  
(State residents 16 years old and older)

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   3.3 million 
 Feed wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   2.7 million 
 Observe wildlife  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   2.2 million 
 Photograph wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   833 thousand 
 Maintain natural areas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   613 thousand 
 Maintain plantings . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   711 thousand 
 Visit public areas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   541 thousand 

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses.

Source: Table 27.
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 participants maintained plantings 
for the benefi t of wildlife; and 541 
thousand participants visited public 
parks within a mile of home because 
of the wildlife. Summing the number 
of participants in these six activities 
results in an estimate that exceeds 
the total number of around-the-home 
participants because many people 
participated in more than one type of 
around-the-home activity. In addition, 
33 percent of resident around-the-home 
wildlife watchers also enjoyed wildlife 
away from home. For further details 
about Ohio residents participating in 
around-the-home wildlife-watching 
activities, see Table 27.

Wild Bird Observers
Bird watching attracted many wild-
life enthusiasts in Ohio. In 2006, 2.4 
million people observed birds around 
the home and on trips in the state. 
Eighty-four percent (2.0 million) 
observed wild birds around the home 
while 40 percent (954 thousand) took 
trips away from home to watch birds.

Wildlife-Watching Expenditures 
in Ohio
Wildlife watchers spent $1.2 billion 
on wildlife-watching activities in Ohio 
in 2006. Trip-related expenditures, 
including food and lodging ($119 
million), transportation ($84 million), 
and other trip expenses, such as equip-
ment rental, amounted to $207 million. 
This summation comprised 17 percent 
of all wildlife-watching expenditures 
by participants. The average of the trip-
related expenditures for away-from-
home participants was $196 per person 
in 2006.

Wildlife-watching participants spent 
$738 million on equipment—62 percent 
of all their expenditures. Specifi cally, 
wildlife-watching equipment (binocu-
lars, special clothing, etc.) expenditures 
totaled $372 million, 50 percent of 
the equipment total. Auxiliary equip-
ment expenditures (tents, backpacking 
equipment, etc.) and special equipment 
expenditures (campers, trucks, etc.) 
amounted to $366 million—50 percent 
of all equipment costs. Special and 
auxiliary equipment are items that were 

purchased for wildlife-watching recre-
ation but can be used in activities other 
than wildlife-watching activities.

Other items purchased by wildlife -
watching participants, such as 
 magazines, membership dues and 
contributions, land leasing and owner-
ship, and plantings, totaled $242 
million—20 percent of all wildlife-
watching expenditures. For more 
details about wildlife-watching expen-
ditures in Ohio, see Table 31. 

Wild Bird Observers in Ohio
(State residents and nonresidents 16 years old and older)

Participants, total  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   2.4 million
 Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   2.0 million 
 Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   954 thousand 
 
Days, total  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   289.8 million 
 Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   283.3 million 
 Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   6.4 million 

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses. 

Source: Table 29.

Wildlife-Watching Expenditures in Ohio
(State residents and nonresidents 16 years old and older)

Total  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $1.2 billion
 Trip-related  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $207 million
 Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $738 million
  Wildlife watching . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $372 million
  Auxiliary and special  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $366 million
 Other . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $242 million
 
 Source: Table 31.

Around-the-Home and 
Away-From-Home Participation 
by Ohio Residents   
(Total: 3.3 million participants)

Both around
the home and

away from
home

Around the
home only

67%

33%

Wildlife-Watching Expenditures 
in Ohio

(Total: $1.2 billion)

Trip-related 
17%

Other
20%

Equipment
62%
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1996–2006 Comparisons

Comparing the estimates from the 
1996, 2001, and 2006 Surveys gives 
a perspective on the state of wildlife-
related recreation in the late 1990s and 
early-to-mid 2000s in Ohio. Only the 
most general recreation comparisons 
are presented here. 

The best way to compare estimates 
from surveys is not to compare the 
estimates themselves but to compare 
the confi dence intervals around the 

 estimates. A 90-percent confi dence 
interval around an estimate gives the 
range of estimates that 90 percent of all 
possible representative samples would 
supply. If the 90-percent confi dence 
intervals of two surveys’ estimates 
overlap, it is not possible to say the two 
estimates are statistically different.

The state resident estimates cover the 
participation and expenditure activity of 
Ohio residents anywhere in the United 

States. The in-state estimates cover 
the participation, day, and expenditure 
activity of U.S. residents in Ohio.

The expenditure estimates were made 
comparable by adjusting the estimates 
for infl ation—all estimates are in 2006 
dollars. 

Ohio 1996 and 2006 Comparison  
(Numbers in thousands)

   1996 2006 Percent change

Fishing
Anglers in state . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1,231 1,256 *
Days in state . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  17,848 16,318 *
In-state expenditures by U.S. anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $1,077,183 $1,062,036 *
State resident anglers  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1,108 1,293 *
Total expenditures by state residents  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $1,230,558 $1,118,439 *

Hunting
Hunters in state . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  479 500 *
Days in state . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  7,933 10,633 *
In-state expenditures by U.S. hunters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $663,013 $841,556 *
State resident hunters  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  453 477 *
Total expenditures by state residents  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $630,307 $863,874 *

Away-From-Home Wildlife Watching
Participants in state . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  953 1,055 *
Days in state . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  11,418 7,816 *
State resident participants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  921 1,174 *

Around-the-Home Wildlife Watching
Total participants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  2,714 3,272 21
Observers  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1,973 2,185 *
Feeders  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  2,614 2,670 *

Wildlife-Watching Expenditures
In-state expenditures by U.S. wildlife watchers . . . . . . . . . .  $586,020 $1,187,703 103
Total expenditures by state residents  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $717,802 $1,235,640 *

* Not different from zero at the 10 percent level of signifi cance.
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Ohio 2001 and 2006 Comparison
(Numbers in thousands)

   2001 2006 Percent change

Fishing
Anglers in state . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1,371 1,256 *
Days in state . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  19,882 16,318 *
In-state expenditures by U.S. anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $868,246 $1,062,036 *
State resident anglers  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1,390 1,293 *
Total expenditures by state residents  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $1,032,441 $1,118,439 *

Hunting
Hunters in state . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  490 500 *
Days in state . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  10,233 10,633 *
In-state expenditures by U.S. hunters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $725,601 $841,556 *
State resident hunters  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  481 477 *
Total expenditures by state residents  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $736,298 $863,874 *

Away-From-Home Wildlife Watching
Participants in state . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  898 1,055 *
Days in state . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  19,814 7,816 –61
State resident participants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  887 1,174 32

Around-the-Home Wildlife Watching
Total participants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  2,653 3,272 23
Observers  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1,626 2,185 34
Feeders  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  2,364 2,670 *

Wildlife-Watching Expenditures
In-state expenditures by U.S. wildlife watchers . . . . . . . . . .  $710,278 $1,187,703 67
Total expenditures by state residents  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $1,003,065 $1,235,640 *

* Not different from zero at the 10 percent level of signifi cance.

200620011996200620011996 200620011996

Number of People Who Hunted and 
Fished in Ohio: 1996–2006 
(In thousands)
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Purpose and Coverage of Tables
The statistical tables of this report were 
designed to meet a wide range of needs 
for those interested in wildlife-related 
recreation. Special terms used in these 
tables are defi ned in Appendix A.

The tables are based on responses to 
the 2006 Survey, which was designed 
to collect data about participation in 
wi ldlife-related recreation. To have 
taken part in the Survey, a respondent 
must have been a U.S. resident (a 
resident of one of the 50 states or the 
District of Columbia). No one residing 
outside the United States (including 
U.S. citizens) was eligible for inter-
viewing. Therefore, reported state and 
national totals do not include partici-
pation by those who were not U.S. 
residents or who were U.S. citizens 
residing outside the United States.

Comparability With Previous 
Surveys
The numbers reported can be compared 
with those in the 1991, 1996, and 2001 
Survey Reports. The methodology used 
in 2006 was similar to that used in 
those Surveys. These results should not 
be directly compared to results from 
Surveys earlier than 1991 since there 
were major changes in methodology 
in 1991.  These changes were made to 
improve accuracy in the estimates. 

Coverage of an Individual Table
Since the Survey covers many activi-
ties in various places by participants 
of different ages, all table titles, 
headnotes, stubs, and footnotes are 
designed to identify and articulate each 
item being reported in the table. For 
example, the title of Table 2 shows that 
data about anglers and hunters, their 
days of participation, and their number 
of trips are reported by type of activity. 
By contrast, the title of Table 7 indi-
cates that it contains data on freshwater 
anglers and the days they fi shed for 
different species.

Percentages Reported in the Tables
Percentages are reported in the tables 
for the convenience of the user. When 
exclusive groups are being reported, the 
base of a percentage is apparent from 
its context because the percents add to 
100 percent (plus or minus a rounding 
error). For example, Table 2 reports 
the number of trips taken by big game 
hunters, those taken by small game 
hunters, those taken by migratory bird 
hunters, and those taken by hunters 
pursuing other animals. These comprise 
100 percent because they are exclusive 
categories.

Percents should not add to 100 when 
nonexclusive groups are being reported. 
Using Table 2 as an example again, 
note that adding the percentages associ-
ated with the total number of big game 
hunters, total small game hunters, 
total migratory bird hunters, and total 
hunters of other animals will not yield 
total hunters because respondents could 
hunt for more than one type of game.

When the base of the percentage is not 
apparent in context, it is identifi ed in a 
footnote. For example, Table 15 reports 
two percentages with different bases: 
one base being the number of total 
participants at the head of the column 
and the other base being the total popu-
lation who are described by the row 
category. Footnotes are used to clarify 
the bases of the reported percentages.

Footnotes to the Tables
Footnotes are used to clarify the infor-
mation or items that are being reported 
in a table. Symbols in the body of a 
table indicate important footnotes.  
These symbols are used in the tables 
to refer to the same footnote each time 
they appear:

*  Estimate based on a sample size of 
10–29.

...  Sample size too small to report data 
reliably because there were fewer 
than 10 responses.

W  Less than .5 dollars.

Z  Less than 0.5 percent.

X  Not applicable.

NA Not asked.

Estimates based upon fewer than 10 
responses are regarded as being based 
on a sample size that is too small for 
reliable reporting. An estimate based 
upon at least 10 but fewer than 30 
responses is treated as an estimate 
based on a small sample size. Other 
footnotes appear, as necessary, to 
qualify or clarify the estimates reported 
in the tables.  In addition, these two 
important footnotes appear frequently:

•  Detail does not add to total because 
of multiple responses.

•  Detail does not add to total because 
of multiple responses and nonre-
sponse.

“Multiple responses” is a term used 
to refl ect the fact that individuals or 
their characteristics fall into more than 
one category. Using Table 12 as an 
example, those who hunt for big game, 
small game, migratory birds, and other 
animals are counted only once as a 
hunter in the “Total, all hunting” row.  
Another example is Table 15, where 
total anglers and hunters add up to 
more than total sportspersons. Totals 
will be smaller than the sum of subcat-
egories when multiple responses exist.

“Nonresponse” exists because the 
Survey questions were answered 
voluntarily and some respondents did 
not or could not answer all the ques-
tions. Totals are greater than the sum of 
subcategories when nonresponses have 
occurred. This occurs because some 
respondents answered the question that 
provided the category estimate but did 
not answer the subcategory questions.  

Guide to Statistical Tables
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Table 1. Fishing and Hunting in Ohio by Resident and Nonresident Sportspersons: 2006
(Population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Sportspersons

Total, state
residents and nonresidents

State residents Nonresidents

Number
Percent of

sportspersons Number

Percent of
resident

sportspersons Number

Percent of
nonresident

sportspersons

Total sportspersons (fished or hunted) . . . . . . . . 1,488 100 1,350 100 138 100

Total anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,256 84 1,145 85 112 81
Fished only. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 988 66 883 65 105 76
Fished and hunted . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 268 18 261 19 ... ...

Total hunters. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 500 34 467 35 ... ...
Hunted only . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 232 16 206 15 ... ...
Hunted and fished . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 268 18 261 19 ... ...

... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses.

Table 2. Anglers and Hunters, Days of Participation, and Trips in Ohio by Type of Fishing and Hunting:
2006

(Population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Type of fishing and hunting
Participants Days of participation Trips

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

FISHING

Total, all fishing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,256 100 16,318 100 14,886 100
Total, all freshwater . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,124 90 15,634 96 14,886 100

Freshwater, except Great Lakes. . . . . . . . . . . . 982 78 12,827 79 12,593 85
Great Lakes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 328 26 2,807 17 2,293 15

Saltwater . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ...

HUNTING

Total, all hunting . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 500 100 10,633 100 7,936 100
Big game . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 432 86 6,796 64 4,423 56
Small game. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 213 43 2,908 27 2,318 29
Migratory bird . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ...
Other animals . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *74 *15 *1,586 *15 *1,017 *13

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses.
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Table 3. Anglers and Hunters, Trips, and Days of Participation: 2006
(Population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Anglers and hunters, trips,
and days of participation

Activity in Ohio Activity by Ohio residents in United States

Total, state
residents and
nonresidents

State residents Nonresidents
Total, in state

of residence and
in other states

In state
of residence

In other
states

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

FISHING

Total anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,256 100 1,145 91 112 9 1,293 100 1,145 89 352 27

Total trips . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14,886 100 14,083 95 803 5 15,021 100 14,083 94 938 6

Total days of fishing. . . . . . . . . 16,318 100 15,141 93 1,178 7 17,583 100 15,141 86 2,487 14

Average days of fishing . . . . . . 13 (X) 13 (X) 11 (X) 14 (X) 13 (X) 7 (X)

HUNTING

Total hunters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 500 100 467 93 ... ... 477 100 467 98 *47 *10

Total trips . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7,936 100 7,760 98 ... ... 8,015 100 7,760 97 *255 *3

Total days of hunting . . . . . . . . 10,633 100 10,419 98 ... ... 10,728 100 10,419 97 *338 *3

Average days of hunting . . . . . 21 (X) 22 (X) ... (X) 23 (X) 22 (X) *7 (X)

(X) Not applicable. * Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses.

Table 4. Ohio Resident Anglers and Hunters by Place Fished or Hunted: 2006
(State population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Place fished or hunted
Anglers Hunters

Number Percent Number Percent

Total, all places . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,293 100 477 100
In-state only . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 931 72 429 90
In-state and other states . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 213 17 ... ...
In other states only . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *139 *11 ... ...

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

Note: Detail may not add to total because of multiple responses and nonresponse.
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Table 5. Ohio Resident Anglers and Hunters, Days of Participation, and Trips in the United States
by Type of Fishing and Hunting: 2006

(State population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Type of fishing and hunting
Participants Days of participation Trips

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

FISHING

Total, all fishing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,293 100 17,583 100 15,021 100
Total, all freshwater . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,146 89 16,402 93 14,927 99

Freshwater, except Great Lakes. . . . . . . . . . . . 1,031 80 13,931 79 12,692 84
Great Lakes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 295 23 2,770 16 2,235 15

Saltwater . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *95 *7 *472 *3 *94 *1

HUNTING

Total, all hunting . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 477 100 10,728 100 8,015 100
Big game . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 413 87 6,852 64 4,456 56
Small game. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 215 45 2,970 28 2,322 29
Migratory bird . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ...
Other animals . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *77 *16 *1,632 *15 *1,066 *13

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses.

Table 6. Freshwater Anglers, Trips, Days of Fishing, and Type of Water Fished: 2006
(Population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Anglers, trips, and days of fishing

Activity in Ohio

Total, state
residents and nonresidents

State residents Nonresidents

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Total anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 982 100 929 95 *53 *5

Total trips . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12,593 100 11,990 95 *603 *5

Total days of fishing. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12,827 100 12,064 94 *763 *6

Average days of fishing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 (X) 13 (X) *14 (X)

ANGLERS

Total, all types of water. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 982 100 929 95 *53 *5
Ponds, lakes, or reservoirs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 861 100 819 95 *42 *5
Rivers or streams . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 318 100 297 93 ... ...

DAYS

Total, all types of water. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12,827 100 12,064 94 *763 *6
Ponds, lakes, or reservoirs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9,781 100 9,420 96 *361 *4
Rivers or streams . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,710 100 3,183 86 ... ...

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably. (X) Not applicable.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses.
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Table 7. Freshwater Anglers and Days of Fishing in Ohio by Type of Fish: 2006
(Population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Anglers and days of fishing

Activity in Ohio

Total, state
residents and nonresidents

State residents Nonresidents

Number

Percent of
total

types

Percent of
anglers/

days Number

Percent of
anglers/

days Number

Percent of
anglers/

days

ANGLERS

Total, all types of fish . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 982 100 100 929 95 *53 *5
Crappie . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 242 25 100 240 99 ... ...
Panfish . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 420 43 100 407 97 ... ...
White bass, striped bass, striped bass hybrids . . . . . 164 17 100 155 94 ... ...
Black bass . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 447 46 100 436 97 ... ...
Catfish, bullheads. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 288 29 100 262 91 ... ...
Walleye, sauger . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *124 *13 *100 *112 *90 ... ...
Northern pike, pickerel, muskie, muskie hybrids . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Steelhead . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Trout . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *62 *6 *100 *58 *93 ... ...
Salmon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Anything1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 256 26 100 252 99 ... ...
Other freshwater fish . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...

DAYS

Total, all types of fish . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12,827 100 100 12,064 94 *763 *6
Crappie . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,149 17 100 2,143 100 ... ...
Panfish . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,026 31 100 3,930 98 ... ...
White bass, striped bass, striped bass hybrids . . . . . 1,184 9 100 1,105 93 ... ...
Black bass . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5,829 45 100 5,737 98 ... ...
Catfish, bullheads. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,192 33 100 3,628 87 ... ...
Walleye, sauger . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *1,347 *10 *100 *1,115 *83 ... ...
Northern pike, pickerel, muskie, muskie hybrids . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Steelhead . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Trout . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *473 *4 *100 *465 *98 ... ...
Salmon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Anything1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,727 13 100 1,689 98 ... ...
Other freshwater fish . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

1 Respondent fished for no specific species and identified ‘‘Anything’’ from a list of categories of fish.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses.
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Table 8. Great Lakes Anglers, Trips, and Days of Fishing in Ohio: 2006
(Population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Anglers, trips, and days of fishing

Activity in Ohio

Total, state
residents and nonresidents

State residents Nonresidents

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Total anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 328 100 275 84 *53 *16

Total trips . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,293 100 2,094 91 *199 *9

Total days . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,807 100 2,432 87 *375 *13

Average days of fishing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 (X) 9 (X) *7 (X)

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. (X) Not applicable.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses.

Table 9. Great Lakes Anglers and Days of Fishing in Ohio by Type of Fish: 2006
(Population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Anglers and days of fishing

Activity in Ohio

Total, state
residents and nonresidents

State residents Nonresidents

Number

Percent of
total

types

Percent of
anglers/

days Number

Percent of
anglers/

days Number

Percent of
anglers/

days

ANGLERS

Total, all types of fish . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 328 100 100 275 84 *53 *16
Perch. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 145 44 100 *130 *89 ... ...
Black bass . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Walleye, sauger . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 240 73 100 192 80 *47 *20
Northern pike, pickerel, muskie, muskie hybrids . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Salmon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Steelhead . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Lake trout . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Other trout . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Anything1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Other Great Lakes fish . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...

DAYS

Total, all types of fish . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,807 100 100 2,432 87 *375 *13
Perch. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,052 37 100 *934 *89 ... ...
Black bass . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Walleye, sauger . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,656 59 100 1,367 83 *289 *17
Northern pike, pickerel, muskie, muskie hybrids . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Salmon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Steelhead . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Lake trout . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Other trout . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Anything1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Other Great Lakes fish . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ...

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

1 Respondent fished for no specific species and identified ‘‘Anything’’ from a list of categories of fish.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses.
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Table 10. Saltwater Anglers, Trips, and Days of Fishing in Ohio: 2006
This table does not apply to this state.

Table 11. Saltwater Anglers and Days of Fishing in Ohio by Type of Fish: 2006
This table does not apply to this state.
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Table 12. Hunters, Trips, and Days of Hunting in Ohio by Type of Hunting: 2006
(Population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Hunters, trips, and days of hunting

Activity in Ohio

Total, state
residents and nonresidents

State residents Nonresidents

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

HUNTERS

Total, all hunting . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 500 100 467 93 ... ...
Big game . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 432 100 406 94 ... ...
Small game. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 213 100 205 96 ... ...
Migratory bird . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ...
Other animals . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *74 *100 *73 *99 ... ...

TRIPS

Total, all hunting . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7,936 100 7,760 98 ... ...
Big game . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,423 100 4,282 97 ... ...
Small game. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,318 100 2,298 99 ... ...
Migratory bird . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ...
Other animals . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *1,017 *100 *1,009 *99 ... ...

DAYS

Total, all hunting . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10,633 100 10,419 98 ... ...
Big game . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,796 100 6,607 97 ... ...
Small game. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,908 100 2,882 99 ... ...
Migratory bird . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ...
Other animals . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *1,586 *100 *1,575 *99 ... ...

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses.
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Table 13. Hunters and Days of Hunting in Ohio by Type of Game: 2006
(Population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Type of game

Hunters, state
residents and nonresidents

Days of hunting

Number Percent Number Percent

Total, all types of game . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 500 100 10,633 100

Big game, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 432 86 6,796 64
Deer . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 426 85 6,291 59
Elk . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Bear . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Wild turkey. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *96 *19 *668 *6
Other big game . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...

Small game, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 213 43 2,908 27
Rabbit, hare . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *127 *26 *2,001 *19
Quail . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Grouse/prairie chicken . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Squirrel . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *115 *23 *1,839 *17
Pheasant . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *86 *17 *527 *5
Other small game. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...

Migratory birds, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Waterfowl . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...

Geese . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Duck . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...

Dove . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Other migratory bird . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...

Other animals, total 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *74 *15 *1,586 *15

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

1 Includes groundhog, raccoon, fox, coyote, crow, prairie dog, etc.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses.

Table 14. Hunters and Days of Hunting in Ohio by Type of Land: 2006
(Population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Hunters and days of hunting

Total, state
residents and nonresidents

State residents Nonresidents

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

HUNTERS

Total, all types of land. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 500 100 467 100 ... ...

Public land, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *127 *25 *108 *23 ... ...
Public land only . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ...
Public and private land . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *95 *19 *92 *20 ... ...

Private land, total. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 455 91 438 94 ... ...
Private land only . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 360 72 346 74 ... ...
Private and public land . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *95 *19 *92 *20 ... ...

DAYS

Total, all types of land. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10,633 100 10,419 100 ... ...
Public land1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *982 *9 *909 *9 ... ...
Private land2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9,059 85 8,902 85 ... ...

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

1 Days of hunting on public land includes both days spent solely on public land and those spent on public and private land.
2 Days of hunting on private land includes both days spent solely on private land and those spent on private and public land.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses and nonresponse.
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Table 15. Selected Characteristics of Ohio Resident Anglers and Hunters: 2006
(State population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Characteristic

Population
Sportspersons

(fished or hunted)
Anglers Hunters

Number Percent Number

Percent
who

partici-
pated

Percent
of

sports-
persons Number

Percent
who

partici-
pated

Percent
of

anglers Number

Percent
who

partici-
pated

Percent
of

hunters

Total persons. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8,889 100 1,488 17 100 1,293 15 100 477 5 100

Population Density of Residence
Urban . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,618 74 873 13 59 821 12 64 170 3 36
Rural . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,270 26 614 27 41 471 21 36 307 14 64

Population Size of Residence
Metropolitan statistical area

(MSA). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,825 77 1,037 15 70 949 14 73 251 4 53
1,000,000 or more . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,899 44 623 16 42 598 15 46 *123 *3 *26
250,000 to 999,999 . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,643 30 328 12 22 280 11 22 *108 *4 *23
Less than 250,000 . . . . . . . . . . . . . 283 3 *85 *30 *6 *72 *26 *6 ... ... ...

Outside MSA . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,064 23 451 22 30 343 17 27 226 11 47

Sex
Male . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,318 49 1,097 25 74 934 22 72 419 10 88
Female . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,570 51 391 9 26 359 8 28 *58 *1 *12

Age
16 to 17 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 340 4 *79 *23 *5 *76 *22 *6 ... ... ...
18 to 24 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 891 10 *117 *13 *8 *104 *12 *8 ... ... ...
25 to 34 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,485 17 309 21 21 262 18 20 *101 *7 *21
35 to 44 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,775 20 331 19 22 306 17 24 *87 *5 *18
45 to 54 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,762 20 378 21 25 312 18 24 126 7 26
55 to 64 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,277 14 182 14 12 166 13 13 *53 *4 *11
65 years and older . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,359 15 *92 *7 *6 *66 *5 *5 *57 *4 *12

Ethnicity
Hispanic . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 178 2 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Non-Hispanic . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8,711 98 1,484 17 100 1,289 15 100 477 5 100

Race
White . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7,689 87 1,396 18 94 1,201 16 93 477 6 100
Black. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,007 11 *83 *8 *6 *83 *8 *6 ... ... ...
All others . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 193 2 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...

Annual Household Income
Under $10,000 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 427 5 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
$10,000 to $19,999 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 512 6 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
$20,000 to $29,999 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 769 9 154 20 10 *131 *17 *10 ... ... ...
$30,000 to $39,999 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 831 9 201 24 14 179 22 14 *73 *9 *15
$40,000 to $49,999 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 886 10 123 14 8 *84 *10 *7 *63 *7 *13
$50,000 to $74,999 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,599 18 303 19 20 278 17 21 *98 *6 *21
$75,000 to $99,999 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 904 10 170 19 11 137 15 11 *54 *6 *11
$100,000 or more. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 883 10 219 25 15 202 23 16 *66 *7 *14
Not reported . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,077 23 215 10 14 190 9 15 *63 *3 *13

Education
11 years or less . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,238 14 250 20 17 219 18 17 *73 *6 *15
12 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,492 39 592 17 40 470 13 36 242 7 51
1 to 3 years college . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,992 22 326 16 22 304 15 24 *87 *4 *18
4 years college or more . . . . . . . . . . . 2,167 24 320 15 21 300 14 23 *74 *3 *16

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses. Percent who participated shows the percent of each row’s population who participated in the activity
named by the column (the percent of those living in urban areas who fished, etc.). Remaining percent columns show the percent of each column’s participants who
are described by the row heading (the percent of anglers who lived in urban areas, etc.).
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Table 16. Summary of Expenditures in Ohio by State Residents and Nonresidents Combined for Fishing
and Hunting: 2006

(Population 16 years old and older)

Expenditure item
Amount

(thousands
of dollars)

Spenders
(thousands)

Average per
spender

(dollars)

Average per
sportsperson

(dollars)

FISHING AND HUNTING

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,970,620 1,462 1,348 1,243
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 272,227 922 295 183
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 192,424 949 203 129
Other trip costs1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 242,751 846 287 163
Equipment (fishing, hunting). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 359,022 954 376 236
Auxiliary equipment2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 91,392 435 210 51
Special equipment3. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *670,924 *112 *6,007 *386
Magazines and books. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9,107 266 34 6
Membership dues and contributions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12,783 130 98 8
Other4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 119,990 916 131 81

FISHING

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,062,036 1,218 872 769
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 198,886 795 250 158
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 125,429 792 158 100
Other trip costs1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 234,478 802 292 187
Fishing equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 147,939 771 192 115
Auxiliary equipment2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21,790 158 138 15
Special equipment3. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *291,963 *79 *3,704 *161
Magazines and books. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *2,783 *110 *25 *2
Membership dues and contributions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *5,073 *61 *83 *4
Other4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33,695 733 46 27

HUNTING

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 841,556 456 1,846 1,672
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 73,341 276 266 147
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 66,995 292 229 134
Other trip costs1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *8,273 *69 *120 *17
Hunting equipment. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 210,082 345 610 413
Auxiliary equipment2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41,726 177 236 81
Special equipment3. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Magazines and books. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *2,905 *69 *42 *5
Membership dues and contributions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *4,005 *33 *122 *6
Other4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 86,294 341 253 173

UNSPECIFIED5

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 66,026 226 292 30

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

1 Includes boating costs, equipment rental, guide fees, access fees, heating and cooking fuel, and ice and bait (for fishing only).
2 Includes tents, special clothing, etc.
3 Includes boats, campers, 4x4 vehicles, cabins, etc.
4 Includes land leasing and ownership, licenses, stamps, tags, and permits.
5 Respondent could not specify whether expenditure was primarily for either fishing or hunting.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses and nonresponse. See Tables 19–20 for a detailed listing of expenditure items.
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Table 17. Summary of Fishing Trip and Equipment Expenditures in Ohio by State Residents and
Nonresidents Combined by Type of Fishing: 2006

(Population 16 years old and older)

Expenditure item
Amount

(thousands of dollars)
Spenders

(thousands)
Average per spender

(dollars)
Average per angler

(dollars)

ALL FISHING

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 884,388 1,171 755 628
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . 198,886 795 250 158
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 125,429 792 158 100
Other trip costs. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 98,381 802 123 78
Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 461,692 823 561 291

ALL FRESHWATER

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 756,897 1,133 668 527
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . 198,886 795 250 177
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 124,384 792 157 111
Other trip costs. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 98,381 802 123 87
Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 335,246 729 460 152

FRESHWATER, EXCEPT
GREAT LAKES

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 440,074 977 451 398
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . 98,263 634 155 100
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81,630 641 127 83
Other trip costs. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 79,281 648 122 81
Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 180,901 622 291 135

GREAT LAKES

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 316,823 335 945 614
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . 100,624 293 344 307
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 42,754 280 153 130
Other trip costs. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19,100 296 65 58
Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 154,346 132 1,173 119

SALTWATER

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Other trip costs. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...

... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses and nonresponse. See Table 19 for detailed listing of expenditure items.
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Table 18. Summary of Hunting Trip and Equipment Expenditures in Ohio by State Residents and
Nonresidents Combined by Type of Hunting: 2006

(Population 16 years old and older)

Expenditure item
Amount

(thousands of dollars)
Spenders

(thousands)
Average per spender

(dollars)
Average per hunter

(dollars)

ALL HUNTING

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 748,352 413 1,814 1,488
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 73,341 276 266 147
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 66,995 292 229 134
Other trip costs. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *8,273 *69 *120 *17
Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 599,743 351 1,711 1,190

BIG GAME

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 640,098 330 1,940 1,470
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 57,319 239 240 133
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 52,325 249 210 121
Other trip costs. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 526,672 273 1,926 1,208

SMALL GAME

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 50,054 205 244                                          228
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *13,637 *133 *103   *64
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12,835 120 107                                            60
Other trip costs. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19,746 151 131   85

MIGRATORY BIRD

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Other trip costs. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...

OTHER ANIMALS

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *4,649 *33 *140   *39
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Other trip costs. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses and nonresponse. See Table 20 for detailed listing of expenditure items.
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Table 19. Expenditures in Ohio by State Residents and Nonresidents Combined for Fishing: 2006
(Population 16 years old and older)

Expenditure item

Expenditures Spenders

Amount
(thousands
of dollars)

Average per
angler

(dollars)
Number

(thousands)
Percent of

anglers

Average per
spender

(dollars)

Total, all items. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,062,036 769 1,218 97 872

TRIP-RELATED EXPENDITURES

Total trip-related. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 558,793 445 946 75 591

Food and lodging, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 198,886 158 878 70 227
Food . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 152,307 121 792 63 192
Lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46,579 37 166 13 280

Transportation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 125,429 100 792 63 158

Other trip costs, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 234,478 187 802 64 292
Privilege and other fees1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51,651 41 193 15 268
Boating costs2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 127,156 101 161 13 792
Bait . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 43,576 35 713 57 61
Ice . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10,191 8 329 26 31
Heating and cooking fuel . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *1,904 *2 *70 *6 *27

EQUIPMENT AND OTHER EXPENDITURES
PRIMARILY FOR FISHING

Fishing equipment, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 147,939 115 771 61 192
Reels, rods, and rod-making components . . . . . . . . . . . 63,084 49 436 35 145
Lines, hooks, sinkers, etc. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29,264 23 647 51 45
Artificial lures and flies . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28,868 23 519 41 56
Creels, stringers, fish bags, landing nets, and gaff

hooks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *2,811 *2 *123 *10 *23
Minnow seines, traps, and bait containers. . . . . . . . . . . *2,912 *2 *126 *10 *23
Other fishing equipment3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21,001 15 278 22 76

Auxiliary equipment4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21,790 15 158 13 138
Special equipment5 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *291,963 *161 *79 *6 *3,704
Other fishing costs6 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41,552 33 757 60 55

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29.

1 Includes boat or equipment rental and fees for guides, pack trip (party and charter boats, etc.), public land use, and private land use.
2 Boat launching, mooring, storage, maintenance, insurance, pumpout fees, and fuel.
3 Includes electronic fishing devices (depth finders, fish finders, etc.), tackle boxes, ice fishing equipment, and other fishing equipment.
4 Includes tents, special fishing clothing, etc.
5 Includes boats, campers, 4x4 vehicles, cabins, etc.
6 Includes magazines and books, membership dues and contributions, land leasing and ownership, and licenses, stamps, tags, and permits.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses and nonresponse. Percent of anglers may be greater than 100 because spenders who did not fish in this
state are included.
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Table 20. Expenditures in Ohio by State Residents and Nonresidents Combined for Hunting: 2006
(Population 16 years old and older)

Expenditure item

Expenditures Spenders

Amount
(thousands
of dollars)

Average per
hunter

(dollars)
Number

(thousands)
Percent of

hunters

Average per
spender

(dollars)

Total, all items. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 841,556 1,672 456 91 1,846

TRIP-RELATED EXPENDITURES

Total trip-related. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 148,609 297 317 64 468

Food and lodging, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 73,341 147 317 64 231
Food . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 66,318 133 276 55 240
Lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...

Transportation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 66,995 134 292 58 229

Other trip costs, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...
Privilege and other fees1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...
Boating costs. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...
Heating and cooking fuel . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...

EQUIPMENT AND OTHER EXPENDITURES
PRIMARILY FOR HUNTING

Hunting equipment, total. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 210,082 413 345 69 610
Firearms . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *90,035 *175 *117 *23 *772
Ammunition . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25,479 50 294 59 87
Other hunting equipment2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 94,568 189 198 40 478

Auxiliary equipment3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41,726 81 177 35 236
Special equipment4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...
Other hunting costs5 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 93,204 184 366 73 254

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

1 Includes guide fees, pack trip or package fees, public and private land use access fees, and rental of equipment such as boats and hunting or camping equipment.
2 Includes bows, arrows, archery equipment, telescopic sights, decoys and game calls, handloading equipment and components, hunting dogs and associated costs, hunting

knives, and other hunting equipment.
3 Includes tents, special hunting clothing, etc.
4 Includes boats, campers, 4x4 vehicles, cabins, etc.
5 Includes magazines and books, membership dues and contributions, land leasing and ownership, and licenses, stamps, and permits.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses and nonresponse. Percent of hunters may be greater than 100 percent because spenders who did not hunt
in this state are included.
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Table 21. Trip and Equipment Expenditures in Ohio for Fishing and Hunting by Ohio Residents and
Nonresidents: 2006

(Population 16 years old and older)

Expenditure item
Amount

(thousands
of dollars)

Spenders
(thousands)

Average per
spender

(dollars)

Average per
sportsperson

(dollars)

STATE RESIDENTS AND NONRESIDENTS

Trip and equipment expenditures for fishing and hunting,
total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,808,723 1,364 1,326 1,215

Trip and equipment expenditures for fishing, total. . . . . . . . . . 1,020,485 1,171 871 812
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 198,886 795 250 158
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 125,429 792 158 100
Boating costs1. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 127,156 161 792 101
Other trip costs2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 107,322 781 137 85
Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 461,692 823 561 367

Trip and equipment expenditures for hunting, total. . . . . . . . . 748,352 413 1,814 1,497
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 73,341 276 266 147
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 66,995 292 229 134
Boating costs1. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Other trip costs2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *8,237 *65 *126 *16
Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 599,743 351 1,711 1,200

Unspecified equipment3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39,886 22 1,831 27

STATE RESIDENTS

Trip and equipment expenditures for fishing and hunting,
total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,570,361 1,212 1,296 1,163

Trip and equipment expenditures for fishing, total. . . . . . . . . . 826,169 1,059 780 722
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 155,546 725 214 136
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 99,213 716 139 87
Boating costs1. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 122,798 142 865 107
Other trip costs2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 89,954 708 127 79
Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 358,659 762 471 313

Trip and equipment expenditures for hunting, total. . . . . . . . . 718,455 363 1,979 1,539
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61,852 243 254 132
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 60,096 260 232 129
Boating costs1. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Other trip costs2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *6,538 *59 *111 *14
Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 589,933 327 1,802 1,263

Unspecified equipment3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *25,737 *20 *1,316 *19

NONRESIDENTS

Trip and equipment expenditures for fishing and hunting,
total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 238,362 152 1,570 1,726

Trip and equipment expenditures for fishing, total. . . . . . . . . . 194,316 112 1,739 1,738
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 43,340 69 624 388
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26,216 76 345 234
Boating costs1. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Other trip costs2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17,368 73 237 155
Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *103,034 *61 *1,693 *922

Trip and equipment expenditures for hunting, total. . . . . . . . . *29,896 *49 *605 *910
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *11,489 *33 *350 *350
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *6,898 *33 *210 *210
Boating costs1. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Other trip costs2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *9,810 *23 *425 *299

Unspecified equipment3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

1 Includes boat launching, mooring, storage, maintenance, insurance, pumpout fees, and fuel.
2 Includes equipment rental, guide and access fees, ice and bait for fishing, and heating and cooking oil.
3 Respondent could not specify whether item was for hunting or fishing.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses and nonresponse.
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Table 22. Summary of Ohio Residents’ Fishing and Hunting Expenditures Both Inside and Outside Ohio:
2006

(State population 16 years old and older)

Expenditure item
Amount

(thousands
of dollars)

Spenders
(thousands)

Average per
spender

(dollars)

Average per
sportsperson

(dollars)

FISHING AND HUNTING

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,048,424 1,335 1,535 1,377
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 346,456 984 352 233
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 231,165 946 244 155
Other trip costs1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 288,751 884 327 194
Equipment (fishing, hunting). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 379,437 965 393 255
Auxiliary equipment2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 98,438 430 229 66
Special equipment3. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *577,644 *100 *5,791 *388
Magazines and books. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9,276 265 35 6
Membership dues and contributions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12,218 154 79 8
Other4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 105,038 910 115 71

FISHING

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,118,439 1,165 960 865
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 269,822 884 305 209
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 159,312 827 193 123
Other trip costs1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 259,582 847 306 201
Fishing equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 153,586 790 194 119
Auxiliary equipment2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *20,411 *156 *131 *16
Special equipment3. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *202,539 *66 *3,067 *157
Magazines and books. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *2,694 *106 *26 *2
Membership dues and contributions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *5,073 *61 *83 *4
Other4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45,420 750 61 35

HUNTING

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 863,874 406 2,126 1,812
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 76,634 257 299 161
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 71,853 269 267 151
Other trip costs1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *29,169 *66 *442 *61
Hunting equipment. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 225,621 340 664 473
Auxiliary equipment2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46,167 176 262 97
Special equipment3. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Magazines and books. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *2,897 *67 *44 *6
Membership dues and contributions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *3,978 *43 *93 *8
Other4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 59,618 323 185 125

UNSPECIFIED5

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 65,881 246 268 44

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

1 Includes boating costs, equipment rental, guide fees, access fees, heating and cooking fuel, and ice and bait (for fishing only).
2 Includes tents, special clothing, etc.
3 Includes boats, campers, 4x4 vehicles, cabins, etc.
4 Includes land leasing and ownership, licenses, stamps, tags, and permits.
5 Respondent could not specify whether expenditure was primarily for either fishing or hunting.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses and nonresponse. See Tables 19–20 for a detailed listing of expenditure items.
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Table 23. In-State and Out-of-State Expenditures by Ohio Residents for Fishing and Hunting: 2006
(State population 16 years old and older)

Expenditure item
Amount

(thousands
of dollars)

Spenders
(thousands)

Average per
spender

(dollars)

Average per
sportsperson

(dollars)

IN OHIO

Expenditures for fishing and hunting, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,690,728 1,276 1,325 1,252
Trip-related expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 596,032 996 598 441
Equipment (fishing and hunting). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 339,211 895 379 251
Auxiliary equipment1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 79,768 420 190 59
Special equipment2. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *574,586 *97 *5,943 *426
Other3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 101,132 903 112 75

Expenditures for fishing, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 865,516 1,079 802 756
Trip-related expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 467,510 868 538 408
Fishing equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 136,346 725 188 119
Auxiliary equipment1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *19,773 *149 *133 *17
Special equipment2. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *202,539 *66 *3,067 *177
Other3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39,347 673 58 34

Expenditures for hunting, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 773,918 400 1,935 1,657
Trip-related expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 128,522 285 452 275
Hunting equipment. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 202,644 324 625 434
Auxiliary equipment1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39,353 173 228 84
Special equipment2. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Other3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 55,463 332 167 119

Unspecified expenditures for fishing and hunting, total4 . . . . . 49,017 199 246 36

OUT OF STATE

Expenditures for fishing and hunting, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 353,819 430 823 961
Trip-related expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 267,266 323 828 726
Equipment (fishing and hunting). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40,226 176 228 109
Auxiliary equipment1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Special equipment2. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Other3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24,599 235 105 67

Expenditures for fishing, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 250,521 380 660 711
Trip-related expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 218,846 307 713 621
Fishing equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17,240 138 125 49
Auxiliary equipment1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Special equipment2. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Other3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13,797 204 68 39

Expenditures for hunting, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *88,839 *86 *1,030 *1,872
Trip-related expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *48,420 *47 *1,020 *1,020
Hunting equipment. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *22,976 *43 *540 *484
Auxiliary equipment1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Special equipment2. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Other3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...

Unspecified expenditures for fishing and hunting, total 4 . . . . ... ... ... ...

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

1 Includes tents, special hunting or fishing clothing, etc.
2 Includes boats, campers, 4x4 vehicles, cabins, etc.
3 Includes magazines, books, membership dues, contributions, land leasing and ownership, stamps, tags, and licenses.
4 Respondent could not specify whether expenditure was primarily for either fishing or hunting.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses and nonresponse.
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Table 24. Wildlife Watching in Ohio by State Residents and Nonresidents Combined: 2006
(Population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Participants Number Percent

Total participants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,489 100
Away from home. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,055 30

Observe wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 990 28
Photograph wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *292 *8
Feed wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *375 *11

Around the home. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,272 94
Observe wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,185 63
Photograph wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 833 24
Feed wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,670 77
Visit public parks1. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 541 15
Maintain plantings or natural areas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 882 25

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29.

1 Includes visits only to parks or publicly owned areas within 1 mile of home.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses.

Table 25. Participants, Trips, and Days of Participation in Away-From-Home Wildlife Watching in
Ohio: 2006

(Population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Participants, trips, and days
of participation

Activity in Ohio

Total, state residents and
nonresidents

State
residents

Nonresidents

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

PARTICIPANTS

Total participants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,055 100 923 100 *132 *100
Observe wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 990 94 863 94 *126 *96
Photograph wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *292 *28 *222 *24 ... ...
Feed wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *375 *36 *309 *33 ... ...

TRIPS

Total trips . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,536 100 5,958 100 *577 *100
Average days per trip. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 (X) 1 (X) *2 (X)

DAYS

Total days . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7,816 100 6,746 100 *1,070 *100
Observing wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7,080 91 6,116 91 *964 *90
Photographing wildlife. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *2,438 *31 *1,730 *26 ... ...
Feeding wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *2,516 *32 *1,778 *26 ... ...

Average days per participant . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 (X) 7 (X) *8 (X)
Observing wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 (X) 7 (X) *8 (X)
Photographing wildlife. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *8 (X) *8 (X) ... (X)
Feeding wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *7 (X) *6 (X) ... (X)

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably. (X) Not applicable.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses and nonresponse.
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Table 26. Away-From-Home Wildlife-Watching Participants by Wildlife Observed, Photographed, or Fed
in Ohio: 2006

(Population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Wildlife observed, photographed, or fed

Total, state residents and
nonresidents

State residents Nonresidents

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Total all wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,055 100 923 87 *132 *13

Total birds . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 974 100 856 88 *118 *12
Songbirds (cardinals, robins, warblers, etc.) . . . . . . . . . . 774 100 677 87 *97 *13
Birds of prey (hawks, owls, eagles, etc.) . . . . . . . . . . . . 562 100 *476 *85 ... ...
Waterfowl (ducks, geese, swan, etc.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 802 100 709 88 ... ...
Other water birds (shorebirds, herons, cranes, etc.) . . . . *413 *100 *370 *90 ... ...
Other birds (pheasants, turkeys, road runners, etc.) . . . . *203 *100 *162 *80 ... ...

Total land mammals . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 692 100 587 85 *105 *15
Large land mammals (bears, bison, etc.) . . . . . . . . . . . . 512 100 *438 *86 ... ...
Small land mammals (prairie dogs, squirrels, etc.) . . . . 504 100 *440 *87 ... ...

Fish (salmon, shark, etc.). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *287 *100 *249 *87 ... ...
Marine mammals (whales, dolphins, etc.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ...
Other wildlife (butterflies, turtles, etc.). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *405 *100 *351 *87 ... ...

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses.
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Table 27. Participation in Wildlife-Watching Activities Around the Home in Ohio: 2006
(State population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Around the home
Participants

Number Percent

Total around-the-home participants. . . 3,272 100
Observe wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,185 67
Visit public parks1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 541 17
Photograph wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 833 25
Feed wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,670 82
Maintain natural areas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 613 19
Maintain plantings . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 711 22

Participants Observing Wildlife
Total, all wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,185 100

Birds . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,031 93
Land mammals . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,896 87

Large mammals . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,384 63
Small mammals . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,704 78

Amphibians or reptiles . . . . . . . . . . . *477 *22
Insects or spiders . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 776 36
Fish and other wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . *375 *17

Total, 1 day or more . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,185 100
1 to 10 days . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *356 *16

Around the home
Participants

Number Percent

11 to 50 days . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *448 *20
51 to 200 days . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 628 29
201 days or more . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 705 32

Participants Visiting Public Parks 1

Total, 1 day or more . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 541 100
1 to 5 days. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *267 *49
6 to 10 days . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ...
11 days or more . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ...

Participants Photographing Wildlife
Total, 1 day or more . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 833 100

1 to 3 days. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *365 *44
4 to 10 days . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *235 *28
11 or more days . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *224 *27

Participants Feeding Wildlife
Total, all wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,670 100

Wild birds . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,609 98
Other wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,058 40

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

1 Includes visits only to parks or publicly owned areas within 1 mile of home.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses and nonresponse.

Table 28. Ohio Residents Participating in Wildlife Watching in the United States: 2006
(State population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Participants Number
Percent of

participants
Percent of
population

Total participants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,379 100 38
Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,174 35 13
Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,272 97 37

Observe wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,185 65 25
Photograph wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 833 25 9
Feed wild birds or other wildlife. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,670 79 30
Maintain plantings or natural areas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 882 26 10
Visit public parks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 541 16 6

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses. The column showing percent of participants is based on total participants. The column showing percent
of population is based on the state population 16 years old and older, including those who did not participate in wildlife watching.
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Table 29. Wild Bird Observers and Days of Observation in Ohio by State Residents and Nonresidents:
2006

(Population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Observers and days of observation

Total, state residents
and nonresidents

State residents Nonresidents

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

OBSERVERS

Total bird observers. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,405 100 2,287 100 *118 *100
Around-the-home observers. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,031 84 2,031 89 ... ...
Away-from-home observers. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 954 40 837 37 *118 *100

DAYS

Total days observing birds . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 289,784 100 288,902 100 *882 *100
Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 283,347 98 283,347 98 ... ...
Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,438 2 5,556 2 *882 *100

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses.
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Table 30. Selected Characteristics of Ohio Residents Participating in Wildlife Watching: 2006
(State population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Characteristic

Population
Participants

Total Away from home Around the home

Number Percent Number

Percent
who

partici-
pated Percent Number

Percent
who

partici-
pated Percent Number

Percent
who

partici-
pated Percent

Total persons. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8,889 100 3,379 38 100 1,174 13 100 3,272 37 100

Population Density of Residence
Urban . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,618 74 2,284 35 68 813 12 69 2,215 33 68
Rural . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,270 26 1,095 48 32 *361 *16 *31 1,056 47 32

Population Size of Residence
Metropolitan statistical area

(MSA). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,825 77 2,389 35 71 782 11 67 2,331 34 71
1,000,000 or more . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,899 44 1,242 32 37 *412 *11 *35 1,194 31 36
250,000 to 999,999 . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,643 30 1,053 40 31 *339 *13 *29 1,044 39 32
Less than 250,000 . . . . . . . . . . . . . 283 3 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...

Outside MSA . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,064 23 990 48 29 *392 *19 *33 941 46 29

Sex
Male . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,318 49 1,220 28 36 *452 *10 *38 1,135 26 35
Female . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,570 51 2,158 47 64 723 16 62 2,136 47 65

Age
16 to 17 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 340 4 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
18 to 24 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 891 10 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
25 to 34 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,485 17 *307 *21 *9 ... ... ... *270 *18 *8
35 to 44 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,775 20 779 44 23 *262 *15 *22 741 42 23
45 to 54 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,762 20 830 47 25 *331 *19 *28 808 46 25
55 to 64 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,277 14 685 54 20 *209 *16 *18 676 53 21
65 years and older . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,359 15 607 45 18 ... ... ... 607 45 19

Ethnicity
Hispanic . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 178 2 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Non-Hispanic . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8,711 98 3,321 38 98 1,155 13 98 3,214 37 98

Race
White . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7,689 87 3,217 42 95 1,174 15 100 3,110 40 95
Black. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,007 11 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
All others . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 193 2 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...

Annual Household Income
Under $10,000 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 427 5 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
$10,000 to $19,999 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 512 6 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
$20,000 to $29,999 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 769 9 *280 *36 *8 ... ... ... *280 *36 *9
$30,000 to $39,999 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 831 9 *297 *36 *9 ... ... ... *297 *36 *9
$40,000 to $49,999 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 886 10 *400 *45 *12 *158 *18 *13 *400 *45 *12
$50,000 to $74,999 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,599 18 606 38 18 *250 *16 *21 *557 *35 *17
$75,000 to $99,999 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 904 10 *397 *44 *12 *220 *24 *19 *388 *43 *12
$100,000 or more. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 883 10 *472 *53 *14 ... ... ... *435 *49 *13
Not reported . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,077 23 723 35 21 *203 *10 *17 712 34 22

Education
11 years or less . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,238 14 *363 *29 *11 ... ... ... *363 *29 *11
12 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,492 39 1,212 35 36 *423 *12 *36 1,173 34 36
1 to 3 years college . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,992 22 720 36 21 *204 *10 *17 720 36 22
4 years college or more . . . . . . . . . . . 2,167 24 1,083 50 32 *382 *18 *33 1,015 47 31

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses and nonresponse. Percent who participated shows the percent of each row’s population who participated
in the activity named by the column (the percent of those living in urban areas who participated, etc.). Percent columns show the percent of each column’s
participants who are described by the row heading (the percent of those who participated who live in urban areas, etc.).
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Table 31. Expenditures in Ohio by State Residents and Nonresidents Combined for Wildlife Watching:
2006

(Population 16 years old and older)

Expenditure item Expenditures
(thousands
of dollars)

Average per
participant

(dollars)

Spenders

Number
(thousands)

Percent of
wildlife-watching

participants1

Average per
spender

(dollars)

Total, all items . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,187,703 301 2,794 80 425

TRIP EXPENDITURES

Total trip-related . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 207,253 196 772 73 268
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 118,964 113 646 61 184

Food. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 82,968 79 646 61 128
Lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *35,996 *34 *213 *20 *169

Transportation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 84,018 80 742 70 113
Other trip costs2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...

EQUIPMENT AND OTHER EXPENDITURES

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 980,449 241 2,638 76 372

Wildlife-watching equipment, total. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 372,495 104 2,352 67 158
Binoculars, spotting scopes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *13,581 *4 *177 *5 *77
Film and developing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *27,100 *8 *439 *13 *62
Cameras, special lenses, video cameras, and other

photographic equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *70,253 *19 *270 *8 *260
Day packs, carrying cases, and special clothing . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...
Bird food . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 183,462 52 2,036 58 90
Food for other wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 38,433 11 632 18 61
Nest boxes, bird houses, bird feeders, and bird baths. . . . . . . 31,719 9 889 25 36
Other equipment (including field guides) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...

Auxiliary equipment3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...
Special equipment4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...
Magazines and books . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10,805 3 566 16 19
Membership dues and contributions. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *56,334 *16 *336 *10 *168
Land leasing and ownership . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...
Plantings . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 101,534 29 656 19 155

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

1 Percent of wildlife-watching participants column for trip-related expenditures is based on away-from-home participants. For equipment and other expenditures, the
percent of wildlife-watching participants column is based on total wildlife-watching participants.

2 Includes equipment rental and fees for guides, pack trips, public land use and private land use, boat fuel, other boating costs, and heating and cooking fuel.
3 Includes tents, tarps, frame packs and other backpacking equipment, other camping equipment, and other auxiliary equipment.
4 Includes travel or tent trailers, off-the-road vehicles, pickups, campers or vans, motor homes, boats, and other special equipment.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses and nonresponse.
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Table 32. Trip and Equipment Expenditures in Ohio for Wildlife Watching by Ohio Residents and
Nonresidents: 2006

(Population 16 years old and older)

Expenditure item
Amount

(thousands
of dollars)

Spenders
(thousands)

Average per
spender

(dollars)

Average per
participant

(dollars)

STATE RESIDENTS AND NONRESIDENTS

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 945,554 2,646 357 231
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 118,964 646 184 113
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 84,018 742 113 80
Other trip costs1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Equipment2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 738,301 2,373 311 172

STATE RESIDENTS

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 711,566 2,412 295 212
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *60,844 *515 *118 *66
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46,527 627 74 50
Other trip costs1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Equipment2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 600,196 2,271 264 179

NONRESIDENTS

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *233,988 *234 *1,000 *726
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *58,120 *131 *442 *440
Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *37,491 *116 *324 *284
Other trip costs1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Equipment2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *138,104 *102 *1,348 *(W)

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably. (W) Less than 0.5 dollars.

1 Includes equipment rental and fees for guides, pack trips, public land use, private land use, boat fuel, other boating costs, and heating and cooking fuel.
2 Includes wildlife watching, auxiliary, and special equipment.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses and nonresponse. See Table 33 for a detailed listing of expenditure items.
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Table 33. Wildlife-Watching Expenditures Both Inside and Outside Ohio by Ohio Residents: 2006
(State population 16 years old and older)

Expenditure item Expenditures
(thousands
of dollars)

Average per
participant

(dollars)

Spenders

Number
(thousands)

Percent of
wildlife-watching

participants1

Average per
spender

(dollars)

Total, all items . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,235,640 366 2,609 77 474

TRIP EXPENDITURES

Total trip-related . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 365,635 311 860 73 425
Food and lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 254,442 217 723 62 352

Food. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 147,855 126 712 61 208
Lodging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *106,587 *91 *263 *22 *406

Transportation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 103,977 89 788 67 132
Other trip costs2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *7,216 *6 *247 *21 *29

EQUIPMENT AND OTHER EXPENDITURES

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 870,005 258 2,540 75 343

Wildlife-watching equipment, total. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 388,761 115 2,301 68 169
Binoculars, spotting scopes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *14,047 *4 *180 *5 *78
Film and developing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *33,265 *10 *436 *13 *76
Cameras, special lenses, videocameras, and other

photographic equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *74,249 *22 *297 *9 *250
Day packs, carrying cases, and special clothing . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...
Bird food . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 185,034 55 2,027 60 91
Food for other wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 38,712 11 643 19 60
Nest boxes, bird houses, bird feeders, and bird baths. . . . . . . 35,409 10 862 26 41
Other equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...

Auxiliary equipment3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...
Special equipment4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...
Magazines and books . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12,116 4 602 18 20
Membership dues and contributions. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *56,134 *17 *344 *10 *163
Land leasing and ownership . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...
Plantings . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 101,534 30 656 19 155

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

1 Percent of wildlife-watching participants column for trip-related expenditures is based on away-from-home participants. For equipment and other expenditures, the
percent of wildlife-watching participants column is based on total wildlife-watching participants.

2 Includes equipment rental and fees for guides, pack trips, public land use and private land use, boat fuel, other boating costs, and heating and cooking fuel.
3 Includes tents, tarps, frame packs and other backpacking equipment, other camping equipment, and other auxiliary equipment.
4 Includes travel or tent trailers, off-the-road vehicles, pickups, campers or vans, motor homes, boats, and other special equipment.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses and nonresponse.
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Table 34. In-State and Out-of-State Expenditures by Ohio Residents for Wildlife Watching: 2006
(State population 16 years old and older)

Expenditure item
Amount

(thousands
of dollars)

Spenders
(thousands)

Average per
spender

(dollars)

Average per
participant

(dollars)

IN OHIO

Expenditures for wildlife watching, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 952,782 2,550 374 284
Trip-related expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 111,369 641 174 121
Wildlife-watching equipment. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 364,144 2,259 161 108
Auxiliary equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Special equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Other . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 241,216 1,153 209 72

OUT OF STATE

Expenditures for wildlife watching, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 281,947 477 591 694
Trip-related expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *254,266 *352 *723 *657
Wildlife-watching equipment. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Auxiliary equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Special equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Other . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

Note: See Table 33 for detailed listing of expenditure items.

Table 35. Participation of Ohio Resident Wildlife-Watching Participants in Fishing and Hunting: 2006
(State population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Participants

Total
wildlife watchers

Wildlife-watching activity

Away from home Around the home

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Total participants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,379 100 1,174 100 3,272 100

Wildlife-watching participants who:
Did not fish or hunt . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,534 75 787 67 2,510 77
Fished or hunted . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 844 25 387 33 762 23

Fished . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 721 21 326 28 648 20
Hunted . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 295 9 170 14 250 8

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses and nonresponse.

Table 36. Participation of Ohio Resident Sportspersons in Wildlife-Watching Activities: 2006
(State population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Sportspersons
Sportspersons Anglers Hunters

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Total sportspersons . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,488 100 1,293 100 477 100

Sportspersons who:
Did not engage in wildlife-watching activities . . . . . . 644 43 571 44 182 38
Engaged in wildlife-watching activities . . . . . . . . . . . . 844 57 721 56 295 62

Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 387 26 326 25 170 36
Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 762 51 648 50 250 52

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses and nonresponse.
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Table 37. Participation in Wildlife-Associated Recreation by State Residents Both Inside and Outside
Their Resident State: 2006

(Population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Participant’s state of residence

Population

Total participants Sportspersons
Wildlife-watching

participants

Number
Percent of
population Number

Percent of
population Number

Percent of
population

United States, total. . . . . . . . . . . 229,245 87,465 38 33,916 15 71,132 31

Alabama . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,550 1,417 40 707 20 1,006 28
Alaska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 499 288 58 149 30 207 42
Arizona . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,585 1,233 27 418 9 988 22
Arkansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,156 1,082 50 551 26 859 40
California . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27,299 6,804 25 1,783 7 5,799 21

Colorado . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,605 1,735 48 593 16 1,459 40
Connecticut. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,735 1,223 45 297 11 1,102 40
Delaware. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 669 256 38 85 13 212 32
Florida . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14,233 4,626 33 2,004 14 3,520 25
Georgia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,910 2,415 35 1,161 17 1,819 26

Hawaii . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,014 227 22 100 10 160 16
Idaho. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,102 564 51 259 24 432 39
Illinois. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9,767 2,886 30 1,109 11 2,355 24
Indiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,799 2,279 47 822 17 1,825 38
Iowa . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,339 1,306 56 518 22 1,111 48

Kansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,110 979 46 425 20 787 37
Kentucky . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,260 1,667 51 670 21 1,341 41
Louisiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,433 1,106 32 678 20 712 21
Maine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,074 717 67 266 25 600 56
Maryland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,333 1,549 36 521 12 1,334 31

Massachusetts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5,032 1,931 38 472 9 1,725 34
Michigan. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7,804 3,651 47 1,371 18 2,947 38
Minnesota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,021 2,480 62 1,280 32 1,946 48
Mississippi . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,214 896 40 537 24 618 28
Missouri . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,521 2,496 55 1,096 24 2,059 46

Montana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 753 510 68 232 31 412 55
Nebraska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,359 552 41 234 17 438 32
Nevada . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,895 530 28 182 10 420 22
New Hampshire . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,044 527 51 141 14 471 45
New Jersey . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,734 1,826 27 562 8 1,537 23

New Mexico. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,500 601 40 224 15 490 33
New York . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14,990 4,103 27 1,236 8 3,548 24
North Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,719 2,816 42 1,038 15 2,267 34
North Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 507 232 46 145 29 134 26
Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8,889 4,022 45 1,488 17 3,379 38

Oklahoma . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,743 1,372 50 602 22 1,082 39
Oregon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,889 1,531 53 550 19 1,266 44
Pennsylvania. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9,793 4,165 43 1,415 14 3,638 37
Rhode Island . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 842 355 42 86 10 312 37
South Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,315 1,283 39 595 18 943 28

South Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 601 327 54 136 23 266 44
Tennessee . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,699 2,287 49 775 16 1,966 42
Texas. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17,076 5,481 32 2,668 16 4,111 24
Utah . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,808 764 42 351 19 574 32
Vermont . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 506 311 62 91 18 279 55

Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5,893 2,500 42 857 15 2,126 36
Washington . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,980 2,315 46 764 15 2,007 40
West Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,458 735 50 364 25 585 40
Wisconsin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,350 2,217 51 1,185 27 1,710 39
Wyoming . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 405 229 57 113 28 194 48

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses. U.S. totals include responses from participants residing in the District of Columbia, as described in
Appendix D.
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Table 38. Anglers and Hunters by Sportsperson’s State of Residence: 2006
(Population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Sportsperson’s state
of residence

Population

Fished or hunted Fished only Hunted only Fished and hunted

Number
Percent of
population Number

Percent of
population Number

Percent of
population Number

Percent of
population

United States, total. . . . . 229,245 33,916 15 21,406 9 3,964 2 8,546 4

Alabama . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,550 707 20 395 11 79 2 233 7
Alaska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 499 149 30 94 19 *11 *2 44 9
Arizona . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,585 418 9 290 6 48 1 81 2
Arkansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,156 551 26 244 11 88 4 220 10
California . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27,299 1,783 7 1,465 5 *94 *(Z) 223 1

Colorado . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,605 593 16 460 13 *39 *1 94 3
Connecticut. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,735 297 11 257 9 ... ... 34 1
Delaware. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 669 85 13 64 10 *9 *1 12 2
Florida . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14,233 2,004 14 1,678 12 *54 *(Z) 271 2
Georgia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,910 1,161 17 805 12 *101 *1 255 4

Hawaii . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,014 100 10 81 8 ... ... *14 *1
Idaho. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,102 259 24 136 12 *36 *3 88 8
Illinois. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9,767 1,109 11 837 9 *74 *1 198 2
Indiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,799 822 17 569 12 83 2 171 4
Iowa . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,339 518 22 308 13 70 3 141 6

Kansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,110 425 20 233 11 56 3 136 6
Kentucky . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,260 670 21 410 13 *49 *1 212 7
Louisiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,433 678 20 403 12 *81 *2 195 6
Maine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,074 266 25 120 11 40 4 106 10
Maryland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,333 521 12 370 9 46 1 105 2

Massachusetts . . . . . . . . . . . . 5,032 472 9 406 8 *20 *(Z) 46 1
Michigan. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7,804 1,371 18 650 8 272 3 449 6
Minnesota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,021 1,280 32 745 19 *138 *3 398 10
Mississippi . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,214 537 24 293 13 *58 *3 186 8
Missouri . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,521 1,096 24 536 12 165 4 394 9

Montana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 753 232 31 86 11 53 7 92 12
Nebraska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,359 234 17 129 10 42 3 63 5
Nevada . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,895 182 10 122 6 26 1 34 2
New Hampshire . . . . . . . . . . 1,044 141 14 89 9 *17 *2 35 3
New Jersey . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,734 562 8 478 7 *32 *(Z) 53 1

New Mexico. . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,500 224 15 152 10 34 2 38 3
New York . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14,990 1,236 8 734 5 207 1 295 2
North Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . 6,719 1,038 15 734 11 *74 *1 230 3
North Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . 507 145 29 59 12 40 8 47 9
Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8,889 1,488 17 1,011 11 195 2 282 3

Oklahoma . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,743 602 22 370 13 *55 *2 177 6
Oregon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,889 550 19 331 11 67 2 152 5
Pennsylvania. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9,793 1,415 14 482 5 425 4 508 5
Rhode Island . . . . . . . . . . . . 842 86 10 73 9 ... ... *10 *1
South Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . 3,315 595 18 429 13 *48 *1 119 4

South Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . 601 136 23 46 8 41 7 50 8
Tennessee . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,699 775 16 491 10 *67 *1 217 5
Texas. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17,076 2,668 16 1,672 10 324 2 672 4
Utah . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,808 351 19 197 11 38 2 116 6
Vermont . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 506 91 18 34 7 20 4 37 7

Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5,893 857 15 497 8 127 2 233 4
Washington . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,980 764 15 577 12 74 1 113 2
West Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,458 364 25 165 11 58 4 141 10
Wisconsin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,350 1,185 27 534 12 160 4 492 11
Wyoming . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 405 113 28 61 15 *15 *4 37 9

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably. (Z) Less than 0.5 percent.

Notes: U.S. totals include responses from participants residing in the District of Columbia, as described in Appendix D.

Table includes state residents’ participation both inside and outside their resident state.
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Table 39. Participation in Wildlife-Associated Recreation in Each State by Both Residents and
Nonresidents of the State: 2006

(Population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

State where activity took place
Total participants Sportspersons Wildlife-watching participants

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

United States, total. . . . . . . . . . . 87,465 100 33,916 39 71,132 81

Alabama . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,719 100 962 56 1,161 68
Alaska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 691 100 315 46 496 72
Arizona . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,546 100 493 32 1,277 83
Arkansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,419 100 790 56 1,011 71
California . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7,385 100 1,814 25 6,270 85

Colorado . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,234 100 813 36 1,819 81
Connecticut. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,332 100 309 23 1,170 88
Delaware. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 395 100 189 48 285 72
Florida . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5,886 100 2,815 48 4,240 72
Georgia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,773 100 1,308 47 1,987 72

Hawaii . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 366 100 162 44 262 72
Idaho. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,005 100 440 44 754 75
Illinois. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,126 100 1,004 32 2,566 82
Indiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,610 100 886 34 2,042 78
Iowa . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,455 100 552 38 1,205 83

Kansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,107 100 544 49 816 74
Kentucky . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,906 100 820 43 1,475 77
Louisiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,221 100 769 63 738 60
Maine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,007 100 411 41 801 80
Maryland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,867 100 707 38 1,491 80

Massachusetts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,205 100 532 24 1,919 87
Michigan. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,217 100 1,685 40 3,227 77
Minnesota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,970 100 1,571 53 2,093 70
Mississippi . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,138 100 656 58 731 64
Missouri . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,876 100 1,300 45 2,248 78

Montana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 950 100 378 40 755 79
Nebraska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 650 100 259 40 490 75
Nevada . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 788 100 177 22 686 87
New Hampshire . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 839 100 258 31 710 85
New Jersey . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,100 100 696 33 1,713 82

New Mexico. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 947 100 316 33 787 83
New York . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,595 100 1,428 31 3,852 84
North Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,412 100 1,361 40 2,641 77
North Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 279 100 190 68 148 53
Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,247 100 1,488 35 3,489 82

Oklahoma . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,472 100 684 46 1,110 75
Oregon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,837 100 661 36 1,484 81
Pennsylvania. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,663 100 1,520 33 3,947 85
Rhode Island . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 527 100 163 31 436 83
South Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,653 100 893 54 1,115 67

South Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 572 100 251 44 432 75
Tennessee . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,824 100 969 34 2,362 84
Texas. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,029 100 2,940 49 4,225 70
Utah . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,132 100 437 39 877 77
Vermont . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 545 100 150 27 468 86

Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,866 100 1,045 36 2,312 81
Washington . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,739 100 818 30 2,331 85
West Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 994 100 488 49 743 75
Wisconsin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,913 100 1,582 54 2,039 70
Wyoming . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 762 100 264 35 643 84

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses. U.S. totals include responses from participants residing in the District of Columbia, as described in
Appendix D.
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Table 40. Anglers and Hunters by State Where Fishing or Hunting Took Place: 2006
(Population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

State where fishing
or hunting took place

Anglers Hunters

Total anglers,
residents and
nonresidents

Residents Nonresidents
Total hunters,
residents and
nonresidents

Residents Nonresidents

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

United States, total. . . . . 29,952 100 27,641 92 6,494 22 12,510 100 11,971 96 1,826 15

Alabama . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 806 100 600 74 206 26 391 100 310 79 81 21
Alaska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 293 100 137 47 156 53 71 100 53 75 ... ...
Arizona . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 422 100 330 78 92 22 159 100 126 79 *33 *21
Arkansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 655 100 430 66 225 34 354 100 301 85 *53 *15
California . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,730 100 1,578 91 152 9 281 100 274 97 ... ...

Colorado . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 660 100 490 74 171 26 259 100 126 49 134 51
Connecticut. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 302 100 251 83 51 17 38 100 36 96 ... ...
Delaware. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 159 100 66 41 *94 *59 42 100 19 46 ... ...
Florida . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,767 100 1,881 68 885 32 236 100 214 91 *22 *9
Georgia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,107 100 971 88 136 12 481 100 344 72 136 28

Hawaii . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 157 100 92 58 *65 *42 18 100 18 98 ... ...
Idaho. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 350 100 206 59 144 41 187 100 122 65 65 35
Illinois. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 873 100 795 91 78 9 316 100 258 82 *58 *18
Indiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 768 100 663 86 106 14 272 100 237 87 *35 *13
Iowa . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 438 100 397 91 *40 *9 251 100 208 83 *44 *17

Kansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 404 100 319 79 85 21 271 100 183 68 88 32
Kentucky . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 721 100 580 80 141 20 291 100 241 83 *50 *17
Louisiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 702 100 590 84 112 16 270 100 241 89 ... ...
Maine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 351 100 220 63 131 37 175 100 146 83 *29 *17
Maryland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 645 100 403 62 242 38 161 100 133 83 *28 *17

Massachusetts . . . . . . . . . . . . 497 100 398 80 99 20 73 100 57 79 *16 *21
Michigan. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,394 100 1,077 77 318 23 753 100 721 96 *32 *4
Minnesota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,427 100 1,108 78 319 22 535 100 509 95 *26 *5
Mississippi . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 546 100 465 85 80 15 304 100 238 78 *66 *22
Missouri . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,076 100 871 81 206 19 608 100 540 89 69 11

Montana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 291 100 172 59 119 41 197 100 145 74 *52 *26
Nebraska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 198 100 169 85 *29 *15 118 100 102 86 ... ...
Nevada . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 142 100 114 81 *27 *19 63 100 54 85 ... ...
New Hampshire . . . . . . . . . . 230 100 108 47 122 53 61 100 51 85 *9 *15
New Jersey . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 654 100 458 70 197 30 89 100 72 81 ... ...

New Mexico. . . . . . . . . . . . . 248 100 164 66 *84 *34 99 100 66 67 *32 *33
New York . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,153 100 932 81 221 19 566 100 491 87 75 13
North Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . 1,263 100 868 69 395 31 304 100 277 91 *27 *9
North Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . 106 100 88 84 ... ... 128 100 86 67 *42 *33
Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,256 100 1,145 91 112 9 500 100 467 93 ... ...

Oklahoma . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 611 100 525 86 86 14 251 100 224 89 *27 *11
Oregon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 576 100 455 79 122 21 237 100 218 92 ... ...
Pennsylvania. . . . . . . . . . . . . 994 100 830 83 164 17 1,044 100 933 89 111 11
Rhode Island . . . . . . . . . . . . 158 100 76 48 82 52 14 100 12 84 ... ...
South Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . 810 100 527 65 283 35 208 100 159 77 *49 *23

South Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . 135 100 89 66 45 34 171 100 89 52 81 48
Tennessee . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 871 100 658 75 214 25 329 100 265 81 *64 *19
Texas. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,527 100 2,308 91 218 9 1,101 100 979 89 123 11
Utah . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 375 100 288 77 87 23 166 100 144 86 *23 *14
Vermont . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 114 100 64 56 50 44 73 100 56 76 *17 *24

Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 858 100 640 75 218 25 413 100 353 86 *60 *14
Washington . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 736 100 641 87 95 13 182 100 179 98 ... ...
West Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . 376 100 291 77 86 23 269 100 194 72 *75 *28
Wisconsin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,394 100 1,014 73 381 27 697 100 649 93 *48 *7
Wyoming . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 203 100 96 47 107 53 102 100 50 49 52 51

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses. U.S. totals include responses from participants residing in the District of Columbia, as described in
Appendix D.
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Annual household income—Total 
2006 income of household members 
before taxes and other deductions.

Around-the-home wildlife 
watching—Activity within 1 mile of 
home with one of six primary purposes: 
(1) taking special interest in or trying 
to identify birds or other wildlife; (2) 
photographing wildlife; (3) feeding 
birds or other wildlife; (4) maintaining 
natural areas of at least 1/4 acre for 
the benefi t of wildlife; (5) maintaining 
plantings (such as shrubs and agricul-
tural crops) for the benefi t of wildlife; 
and (6) visiting public land to observe, 
photograph, or feed wildlife.

Auxiliary equipment—Equipment 
owned primarily for wildlife- associated 
recreation. For the sportspersons 
section, these include sleeping bags, 
packs, duffel bags, tents, binoculars 
and fi eld glasses, special fi shing and 
hunting clothing, foul weather gear, 
boots and waders, maintenance and 
repair of equipment, and processing 
and taxidermy costs. For the wildlife-
watching section, these include tents, 
tarps, frame packs, backpacking and 
other camping equipment, and blinds.

Away-from-home wildlife watching—
Trips or outings at least 1 mile from 
home for the primary purpose of 
observing, photographing, or feeding 
wildlife. Trips to zoos, circuses, aquar-
iums, and museums are not included. 

Big game—Bear, deer, elk, moose, 
wild turkey, and similar large animals 
that are hunted.

Census Divisions
East North Central
Illinois
Indiana
Michigan
Ohio
Wisconsin

East South Central
Alabama
Kentucky
Mississippi
Tennessee

Middle Atlantic
New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania

Mountain
Arizona
Colorado
Idaho
Montana
Nevada
New Mexico
Utah
Wyoming

New England
Connecticut
Maine
Massachusetts
New Hampshire
Rhode Island
Vermont

Pacifi c
Alaska
California
Hawaii
Oregon
Washington

South Atlantic
Delaware
District of Columbia
Florida
Georgia
Maryland
North Carolina
South Carolina
Virginia
West Virginia

West North Central
Kansas
Iowa
Minnesota

Missouri
Nebraska
North Dakota
South Dakota

West South Central
Arkansas
Louisiana
Oklahoma
Texas

Day—Any part of a day spent partici-
pating in a given activity. For example, 
if someone hunted two hours one day 
and three hours another day, it would 
be reported as two days of hunting. 
If someone hunted two hours in the 
morning and three hours in the after-
noon of the same day, it would be 
considered one day of hunting.

Education—The highest completed 
grade of school or year of college.

Expenditures—Money spent in 2006 
for wildlife-related recreation trips 
in the United States, wildlife-related 
recreational equipment purchased in 
the United States, and other items. The 
“other items” were books and maga-
zines, membership dues and contribu-
tions, land leasing or owning, hunting 
and fi shing licenses, and plantings, 
all for the purpose of wildlife-related 
recreation. Expenditures included 
both money spent by participants for 
themselves and the value of gifts they 
received.

Fishing—The sport of catching or 
attempting to catch fi sh with a hook 
and line, bow and arrow, or spear; it 
also includes catching or gathering 
shellfi sh (clams, crabs, etc.); and the 
noncommercial seining or netting 
of fi sh, unless the fi sh are for use as 
bait. For example, seining for smelt is 
fi shing, but seining for bait minnows is 
not included as fi shing. 

Appendix A. 
Defi nitions
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Fishing equipment—Items owned 
primarily for fi shing:

 Rods, reels, poles, and rod-making 
components

 Lines and leaders

 Artifi cial lures, fl ies, baits, and 
dressing for fl ies or lines

 Hooks, sinkers, swivels, and other 
items attached to a line, except lures 
and baits

 Tackle boxes

 Creels, stringers, fi sh bags, landing 
nets, and gaff hooks

 Minnow traps, seines, and bait 
containers

 Depth fi nders, fi sh fi nders, and other 
electronic fi shing devices

 Ice fi shing equipment

 Other fi shing equipment

Freshwater—Reservoirs, lakes, ponds, 
and the nontidal portions of rivers and 
streams.

Great Lakes fi shing—Fishing in Lakes 
Superior, Michigan, Huron, St. Clair, 
Erie, and Ontario, their connecting 
waters such as the St. Mary’s River 
system, Detroit River, St. Clair River, 
and the Niagara River, and the St. 
Lawrence River south of the bridge 
at Cornwall, New York. Great Lakes 
fi shing includes fi shing in tributaries of 
the Great Lakes for smelt, steelhead, 
and salmon. 

Home—The starting point of a 
wi ldlife-related recreational trip. It may 
be a permanent residence or a tempo-
rary or seasonal residence such as a 
cabin. 

Hunting—The sport of shooting or 
attempting to shoot wildlife with fi re-
arms or archery equipment.

Hunting equipment—Items owned 
primarily for hunting:

 Rifl es, shotguns, muzzleloaders, and 
handguns

 Archery equipment

 Telescopic sights

 Decoys and game calls

 Ammunition

 Hand-loading equipment

 Hunting dogs and associated costs

 Other hunting equipment

Land leasing and owning—Leasing 
or owning land either singly or in 
cooperation with others for the primary 
purpose of fi shing, hunting, or wildlife 
watching on it.

Maintain natural areas—To set aside 
1/4 acre or more of natural environ-
ment, such as wood lots or open fi elds, 
for the primary purpose of benefi ting 
wildlife. This is categorized as a 
wildlif e-watching activity, not fi shing 
or hunting. 

Maintain plantings—To introduce 
or encourage the growth of food and 
cover plants for the primary purpose 
of benefi ting wildlife. Examples of 
plantings are butterfl y bushes and 
various sumacs. This is categorized as 
a wildlife-watching activity, not fi shing 
or hunting. 

Metropolitan statistical ar ea 
(MSA)—Except in the New England 
States, an MSA is a county or group of 
contiguous counties containing at least 
one city of 50,000 or more inhabitants 
or twin cities (i.e., cities with contig-
uous boundaries and constituting, for 
general social and economic purposes, 
a single community) with a combined 
population of at least 50,000. Also 
included in an MSA are contiguous 
counties that are socially and economi-
cally integrated with the central city. 
In the New England States, an MSA 
consists of towns and cities instead of 
counties. Each MSA must include at 
least one central city. See U.S. Census 
Bureau publication State and Metro-
politan Area Data Book; 2006 for more 
detailed information on MSAs. It can 
be found at <http://www.census.gov
/prod/2006pubs/smadb/smadb-06.pdf>.

Migratory birds—Birds that regularly 
migrate from one region or climate to 
another such as ducks, geese, and doves 
and other birds that may be hunted. 

Multiple responses—The term used 
to refl ect the fact that individuals or 
their characteristics fall into more than 
one reporting category. An example 
of a big game hunter who hunted for 
deer and elk demonstrates the effect of 
multiple responses. In this case, adding 
the number of deer hunters (one) and 
elk hunters (one) would overstate the 
number of big game hunters (one) 

because deer and elk hunters are not 
mutually exclusive categories. In 
contrast, total participants is the sum of 
male and female participants, because 
“male” and “female” are mutually 
exclusive categories.

Nonresidents—Individuals who do 
not live in the State being reported. 
For example, a person living in Texas 
who watches whales in California is 
a nonresidential wildlife-watcher in 
California.

Nonresponse—A term used to refl ect 
the fact that some Survey respondents 
provide incomplete sets of informa-
tion. For example, a Survey respondent 
may have been unable to identify the 
primary type of hunting for which a 
gun was bought. Total hunting expen-
diture estimates will include the gun 
purchase, but it will not appear as 
spending for big game or any other 
type of hunting. Nonresponses result in 
reported totals that are greater than the 
sum of their parts. 

Observe—To take special interest in 
or try to identify birds, fi sh, or other 
wildlife. 

Other animals—Coyotes, crows, 
foxes, groundhogs, prairie dogs, 
raccoons, and similar animals that can 
be legally hunted and are not classifi ed 
as big game, small game, or migra-
tory birds. They may be classifi ed as 
unprotected or predatory animals by the 
State in which they are hunted. Feral 
pigs are classifi ed as “other animals” in 
all States except Hawaii, where they are 
considered big game. 

Participants—Individuals who engage 
in fi shing, hunting, or a wildlife-
watching activity. Unless otherwise 
stated, a person has to have hunted, 
fi shed, or wildlife watched in 2006 to 
be considered a participant.

Plantings—See “Maintain plantings.”

Primary purpose—The principal 
motivation for an activity, trip, or 
expenditure.

Private land—Land that is owned by a 
private individual, group of individuals, 
or nongovernmental organization.

Public land—Land that is owned by 
local governments (such as county 
parks and municipal watersheds), State 
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governments (such as State parks and 
wildlife management areas), or federal 
governments (such as National Forests 
and Wildlife Refuges).

Public parks or areas—See “Public 
land.” 

Residents—Individuals who lived in 
the State being reported. For example, 
a person who lives in California and 
watches whales in California is a resi-
dential wildlife watcher in California. 

Rural—All territory, population, 
and housing units located outside of 
urbanized areas and urban clusters, as 
determined by the Census Bureau.

Saltwater—Oceans, tidal bays and 
sounds, and the tidal portions of rivers 
and streams.

Screening interviews—The fi rst 
Survey contact with a sample house-
hold. Screening interviews are 
conducted with a household repre-
sentative to identify respondents who 
are eligible for in-depth interviews. 
Screening interviews gather data such 
as age and sex about individuals in the 
households. Further information on 
screening interviews is available on 
page vii in the “Survey Background 
and Method” section of this report.

Small game—Grouse, pheasants, quail, 
rabbits, squirrels, and similar small 
animals for which States have small 
game seasons and bag limits.

Special equipment—Big-ticket equip-
ment items that are owned primarily for 
wildlife-related recreation:

 Bass boats

 Other types of motorboats

 Canoes and other types of non-
motorboats

 Boat motors, boat trailer/hitches, 
and other boat accessories

 Pickups, campers, vans, travel or 
tent trailers, motor homes, house 
trailers, recreational vehicles (RVs)

 Cabins

 Off-the-road vehicles such as trail 
bikes, all terrain vehicles (ATVs), 
dune buggies, four-wheelers, 4x4 
vehicles, and snowmobiles

 Other special equipment 

Spenders—People who spent money 
on fi shing, hunting, or wildlife-
watching activities or equipment. 

Sportspersons—Individuals who 
engage in fi shing, hunting, or both.

Trip—An outing involving fi shing, 
hunting, or wildlife watching. A trip 
may begin from an individual’s prin-
cipal residence or from another place, 
such as a vacation home or the home 
of a relative. A trip may last an hour, a 
day, or many days. 

Type of fi shing—There are three 
types of fi shing: (1) freshwater except 
Great Lakes, (2) Great Lakes, and (3) 
saltwater.

Type of hunting—There are four types 
of hunting: (1) big game, (2) small 
game, (3) migratory bird, and (4) other 
animal.

Unspecifi ed expenditure—An item 
that was purchased for use in both 
fi shing and hunting, rather than 
primarily one or the other. Auxiliary 
equipment, special equipment, maga-
zines and books, and membership dues 
and contributions are the items for 
which a purchase could be categorized 
as “unspecifi ed.” 

Urban—All territory, population, and 
housing units located within boundaries 
that encompass densely settled territory, 
consisting of core census block groups 
or blocks that have a population density 
of at least 1,000 people per square mile 
and surrounding census blocks that 
have an overall density of at least 500 
people per square mile. Under certain 
conditions, less densely settled territory 
may be included, as determined by the 
Census Bureau. 

Wildlife—Animals, such as birds, fi sh, 
insects, mammals, amphibians, and 
reptiles that are living in natural or wild 
environments. Wildlife does not include 
animals living in aquariums, zoos, 
and other artifi cial surroundings or 
domestic animals such as farm animals 
or pets.

Wildlife-associated recreation—
Recreational fi shing, hunting, and 
wildlife watching. 

Wildlife watching—There are six 
types of wildlife watching: (1) closely 
observing, (2) photographing, (3) 
feeding, (4) visiting public parks or 
areas, (5) maintaining plantings, and 
(6) maintaining natural areas. These 
activities must be the primary purpose 
of the trip or the around-the-home 
undertaking.

Wildlife observed, photographed, or 
fed—Examples of species that wildlife 
watchers observe, photograph, and/or 
feed are (1) Wild birds—songbirds 
such as cardinals, robins, warblers, 
jays, buntings, and sparrows; birds 
of prey such as hawks, owls, eagles, 
and falcons; waterfowl such as ducks, 
geese, and swans; other water birds 
such as shorebirds, herons, pelicans, 
and cranes; and other birds such as 
pheasants, turkeys, road runners, and 
woodpeckers; (2) Land mammals—
large land mammals such as bears, 
bison, deer, moose, and elk; and small 
land mammals such as squirrels, foxes, 
prairie dogs, and rabbits; (3) Fish 
such as salmon, sharks, and groupers; 
(4) Marine mammals such as whales, 
dolphins, and manatees; and (5) Other 
wildlife such as butterfl ies, turtles, 
spiders, and snakes.

Wildlife-watching equipment—Items 
owned primarily for observing, photo-
graphing, or feeding wildlife:

 Binoculars and spotting scopes

 Cameras, video cameras, special 
lenses, and other photographic 
equipment

 Film and developing

 Commercially prepared and pack-
aged wild bird food

 Other bulk food used to feed wild 
birds

 Food for other wildlife

 Nest boxes, bird houses, feeders, and 
baths

 Day packs, carrying cases, and 
special clothing

 Other items such as fi eld guides and 
maps



Appendix B



52    2006 National Survey of Fishing, Hunting, and Wildlife-Associated Recreation—Ohio U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

The 2006 National Survey of Fishing, 
Hunting, and Wildlife-Associated 
Recreation was carried out in two 
phases. The fi rst (or screening) phase 
began in April 2006. The main purpose 
of this phase was to collect informa-
tion about all persons 16 years old and 
older in order to develop a sample of 
potential sportspersons and wildlife 
watchers for the second (or detailed) 
phase. Also, information was collected 
on the number of persons 6 to 15 years 
old who participated in wildlife-related 
recreation activities in 2005.

It is important to emphasize that the 
information reported from the 2006 
screen relates to activity only up to 
and including 2005. Also, these data 
are reported in most cases by one 
household respondent speaking for all 
household members rather than the 
actual participant. In addition, these 
data are based on long-term recall (at 
least a 12-month recall), which has 
been found in Survey research (Inves-
tigation of Possible Recall/ Reference 
Period Bias in National Surveys 
of Fishing, Hunting, and Wildlife-
 Associated Recreation, December 
1989, Westat, Inc.) to add bias to the 

resulting estimates. In many cases, 
longer recall periods result in overesti-
mating participation and expenditures 
for wildlife-related recreation.

Tables B-1 through B-4 report data on 
6-to-15-year-old participants in 2005. 
Detailed expenditure and recreational 
activity data were not gathered for the 
6-to-15-year-old participants.

Because of differences in methodolo-
gies of the screening and the detailed 
phases of the 2006 Survey, resulting 
estimates are not comparable. Only 
participants 16 years old and older 
were eligible for the detailed phase. 
The detailed phase was a series of three 
interviews conducted at four-month 
intervals.  The screening interviews 
were one year or more recall. The 
shorter recall period of the detailed 
phase had better data accuracy. 

Appendix B.
2005 Participation of 6- to 15-Year-Olds: 
Data From Screening Interviews
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Table B-1. Ohio Residents 6 to 15 Years Old Participating in Fishing and Hunting Both Inside and
Outside Ohio: 2005

(State population 6 to 15 years old. Numbers in thousands)

Sportspersons

Sportspersons 6 to 15 years old

Number
Percent of

sportspersons
Percent of
population

Total sportspersons . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 596 100 39

Total anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 591 99 39
Fished only. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 541 91 35
Fished and hunted . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *49 *8 *3

Total hunters. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *54 *9 *4
Hunted only . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ...
Hunted and fished . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *49 *8 *3

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses. Column showing percent of sportspersons is based on the ‘‘Total sportspersons’’ row. Column showing
percent of population is based on the state population 6 to 15 years old, including those who did not fish or hunt. Data reported on this table are from screening
interviews in which one adult household member responded for household members 6 to 15 years old. The screening interview required the respondent to recall 12
months’ worth of activity. Includes state residents who fished or hunted only in other countries.
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Table B-2. Selected Characteristics of Ohio Resident Anglers and Hunters 6 to 15 Years Old: 2005
(State population 6 to 15 years old. Numbers in thousands)

Characteristic

Population
Sportspersons

(fished or hunted)
Anglers Hunters

Number Percent Number

Percent
who

partici-
pated Percent Number

Percent
who

partici-
pated Percent Number

Percent
who

partici-
pated Percent

Total persons . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,531 100 596 39 100 591 39 100 *54 *4 *100

Population Density of
Residence

Urban. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,107 72 370 33 62 370 33 63 ... ... ...
Rural . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 424 28 225 53 38 220 52 37 *44 *10 *80

Population Size of
Residence

Metropolitan statistical areas
(MSA) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,151 75 389 34 65 384 33 65 ... ... ...

1,000,000 or more . . . . . . 640 42 268 42 45 268 42 45 ... ... ...
250,000 to 999,999. . . . . . 480 31 112 23 19 107 22 18 ... ... ...
Less than 250,000. . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...

Outside MSA . . . . . . . . . . . . 380 25 206 54 35 206 54 35 *36 *9 *66

Sex
Male . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 814 53 381 47 64 378 46 64 *45 *6 *83
Female. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 717 47 215 30 36 213 30 36 ... ... ...

Age
6 to 8 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 498 33 179 36 30 179 36 30 ... ... ...
9 to 11 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . 468 31 187 40 31 187 40 32 ... ... ...
12 to 15 years . . . . . . . . . . . . 565 37 229 41 39 224 40 38 *42 *7 *77

Ethnicity
Hispanic . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *70 *5 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Non-Hispanic . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,460 95 579 40 97 574 39 97 *54 *4 *100

Race
White. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,266 83 567 45 95 562 44 95 *54 *4 *100
Black . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 230 15 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
All others . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...

Annual Household Income
Less than $10,000. . . . . . . . . *58 *4 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
$10,000 to $19,999. . . . . . . . *109 *7 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
$20,000 to $29,999. . . . . . . . *111 *7 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
$30,000 to $39,999. . . . . . . . 150 10 *72 *48 *12 *70 *46 *12 ... ... ...
$40,000 to $49,999. . . . . . . . 112 7 *50 *44 *8 *50 *44 *8 ... ... ...
$50,000 to $74,999. . . . . . . . 421 28 243 58 41 243 58 41 ... ... ...
$75,000 or more . . . . . . . . . . 338 22 112 33 19 109 32 18 ... ... ...
Not reported . . . . . . . . . . . . . 231 15 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

Note: Percent who participated shows the percent of each row’s population who participated in the activity named by the column (the percent of those living in urban
areas who fished, etc.). Remaining percent columns show the percent of each column’s participants who are described by the row heading (the percent of anglers
who lived in urban areas, etc.). Data reported on this table are from screening interviews in which one adult household member responded for household members
6 to 15 years old. The screening interview required the respondent to recall 12 months’ worth of activity. Includes state residents who fished or hunted only in
other countries.
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Table B-3. Ohio Residents 6 to 15 Years Old Participating in Wildlife Watching Both Inside and Outside
Ohio: 2005

(State population 6 to 15 years old. Numbers in thousands)

Participants
Number

Percent of
participants

Percent of
population

Total participants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 597 100 39

Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 254 42 17
Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 533 89 35

Observe wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 452 76 30
Photograph wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *47 *8 *3
Feed wild birds or other wildlife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 287 48 19
Maintain plantings or natural areas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *91 *15 *6

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29.

Note: Detail does not add to total because of multiple responses. The column showing percent of participants is based on total participants. The column showing percent
of population is based on the state population 6 to 15 years old, including those who did not participate in wildlife watching. Data reported on this table are from
screening interviews in which one adult household member responded for household members 6 to 15 years old. The screening interview required the respondent to
recall 12 months’ worth of activity. Includes state residents who wildlife watched only in other countries.
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Table B-4. Selected Characteristics of Ohio Resident Wildlife Watchers 6 to 15 Years Old: 2005
(State population 6 to 15 years old. Numbers in thousands)

Characteristic

Population Total wildlife watchers Away from home Around the home

Number Percent Number

Percent
who

partici-
pated Percent Number

Percent
who

partici-
pated Percent Number

Percent
who

partici-
pated Percent

Total persons . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,531 100 597 39 100 254 17 100 533 35 100

Population Density of
Residence

Urban. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,107 72 409 37 69 165 15 65 357 32 67
Rural . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 424 28 188 44 31 *89 *21 *35 176 41 33

Population Size of
Residence

Metropolitan statistical areas
(MSA) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,151 75 442 38 74 185 16 73 389 34 73

1,000,000 or more . . . . . . 640 42 204 32 34 *96 *15 *38 199 31 37
250,000 to 999,999. . . . . . 480 31 228 48 38 *84 *17 *33 183 38 34
Less than 250,000. . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...

Outside MSA . . . . . . . . . . . . 380 25 155 41 26 *69 *18 *27 143 38 27

Sex
Male . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 814 53 373 46 62 181 22 71 327 40 61
Female. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 717 47 224 31 38 *73 *10 *29 206 29 39

Age
6 to 8 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 498 33 248 50 41 *76 *15 *30 222 45 42
9 to 11 years . . . . . . . . . . . . . 468 31 165 35 28 *98 *21 *38 146 31 27
12 to 15 years . . . . . . . . . . . . 565 37 185 33 31 *80 *14 *32 164 29 31

Ethnicity
Hispanic . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *70 *5 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Non-Hispanic . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,460 95 587 40 98 244 17 96 525 36 99

Race
White. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,266 83 534 42 89 241 19 95 477 38 90
Black . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 230 15 *50 *22 *8 ... ... ... *43 *19 *8
All others . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...

Annual Household Income
Less than $10,000. . . . . . . . . *58 *4 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
$10,000 to $19,999. . . . . . . . *109 *7 ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
$20,000 to $29,999. . . . . . . . *111 *7 *25 *22 *4 ... ... ... ... ... ...
$30,000 to $39,999. . . . . . . . 150 10 *92 *61 *15 ... ... ... *92 *61 *17
$40,000 to $49,999. . . . . . . . 112 7 *50 *45 *8 ... ... ... *50 *45 *9
$50,000 to $74,999. . . . . . . . 421 28 180 43 30 *109 *26 *43 162 38 30
$75,000 or more . . . . . . . . . . 338 22 181 54 30 *76 *22 *30 149 44 28
Not reported . . . . . . . . . . . . . 231 15 *28 *12 *5 ... ... ... ... ... ...

* Estimate based on a sample size of 10–29. ... Sample size too small to report data reliably.

Note: Percent who participated shows the percent of each row’s population who participated in the activity named by the column (the percent of those living in urban
areas who wildlife watched, etc.). Remaining percent columns show the percent of each column’s participants who are described by the row heading (the percent of
wildlife watchers who lived in urban areas, etc.). Data reported on this table are from screening interviews in which one adult household member responded for
household members 6 to 15 years old. The screening interview required the respondent to recall 12 months’ worth of activity. Includes state residents who wildlife
watched only in other countries.
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This appendix provides a description 
of data collection changes and national 
and regional trend information based 
on the 1991, 1996, 2001, and 2006 
Surveys. Since these four surveys used 
similar methodologies, their published 
information is directly comparable.

Signifi cant Methodological 
Differences
The most signifi cant design differences 
in the four surveys are as follows:

1. The 1991 Survey data were 
collected by interviewers fi lling 
out paper questionnaires. The data 
entries were keyed in a separate 
operation after the interview. The 
1996, 2001, and 2006 Survey 
data were collected by the use of 
computer-assisted interviews. The 
questionnaires were programmed 
into computers, and the interviewer 
keyed in the responses at the time 
of the interview.

2. The 1991 Survey screening phase 
was conducted in January and 
February 1991, when the sample 
households were contacted and a 
household respondent was inter-
viewed on behalf of the entire 
household. The screening inter-
views for the 1996, 2001, and 
2006 Surveys were conducted 
April through June of their survey 
years in conjunction with the fi rst 
wave of the detailed interviews. 
The screening interviews for all 
four surveys consisted primarily 
of demographic questions and 
w ildlife-related recreation ques-
tions concerning activity in the 
previous year (1990, 1995, etc.) 
and intentions for recreating in the 
survey year.

In the 1991 Survey, an attempt was 
made to contact every sample person 
in all three detailed interview waves. In 

1996, 2001, and 2006, respondents who 
were interviewed in the fi rst detailed 
interview wave were not contacted 
again until the third wave. Also, all 
interviews in the second wave were 
conducted by telephone. In-person 
interviews were only conducted in the 
fi rst and third waves.

Section I. Important Instrument 
Changes in the 1996 Survey

1. The 1991 Survey collected infor-
mation on all wildlife-related 
recreation purchases made by 
participants without reference to 
where the purchase was made. The 
1996 Survey asked in which state 
the purchase was made.

2. In 1991, respondents were asked 
what kind of fi shing they did, i.e., 
Great Lakes, other freshwater, or 
saltwater, and then were asked in 
what states they fi shed.  In 1996, 
respondents were asked in which 
states they fi shed and then were 
asked what kind of fi shing they did. 
This method had the advantage of 
not asking about, for example, salt-
water fi shing when they only fi shed 
in a noncoastal state.

3. In 1991, respondents were asked 
how many days they “actually” 
hunted or fi shed for a particular 
type of game or fi sh and then how 
many days they “chiefl y” hunted 
or fi shed for the same type of game 
or fi sh rather than another type of 
game or fi sh. To get total days of 
hunting or fi shing for a particular 
type of game or fi sh, the “actually” 
day response was used, while to 
get the sum of all days of hunting 
or fi shing, the “chiefl y” days were 
summed. In 1996, respondents 
were asked their total days of 
hunting or fi shing in the country 
and each state, then how many days 

they hunted or fi shed for a partic-
ular type of game or fi sh.

4. Trip-related and equipment expen-
diture categories were not the same 
for all Surveys. “Guide fee” and 
“Pack trip or package fee” were 
two separate trip-related expen-
diture items in 1991, while they 
were combined into one category 
in the 1996 Survey. “Boating costs” 
was added to the 1996 hunting 
and wildlife-watching trip-related 
expenditure sections. “Heating 
and cooking fuel” was added to 
all of the trip-related expenditure 
sections. “Spearfi shing equipment” 
was moved from a separate cate-
gory to the “other” list. “Rods” and 
“Reels” were two separate catego-
ries in 1991 but were combined 
in 1996. “Lines, hooks, sinkers, 
etc.” was one category in 1991 
but split into “Lines” and “Hooks, 
sinkers, etc.” in 1996. “Food used 
to feed other wildlife” was added 
to the wildlife-watching equipment 
section; “Boats” and “Cabins” were 
added to the wildlife-watching 
special equipment section; and 
“Land leasing and ownership” was 
added to the wildlife-watching 
expenditures section.

5. Questions asking sportspersons if 
they participated as much as they 
wanted were added in 1996. If the 
sportspersons said no, they were 
asked why not.

6. The 1991 Survey included ques-
tions about participation in orga-
nized fi shing competitions; anglers 
using bows and arrows, nets or 
seines, or spearfi shing; hunters 
using pistols or handguns and target 
shooting in preparation for hunting. 
These questions were not asked in 
1996.

Appendix C. 
Signifi cant Methodological Changes From Previous 
Surveys and Regional Trends



U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 2006 National Survey of Fishing, Hunting, and Wildlife-Associated Recreation—Ohio    59

7. The 1996 Survey included ques-
tions about catch and release 
fi shing and persons with disabilities 
participating in wildlife-related 
recreation. These questions were 
not part of the 1991 Survey.  

8. The 1991 Survey included ques-
tions about average distance 
traveled to recreation sites. These 
questions were not included in the 
1996 Survey.

9. The 1996 Survey included ques-
tions about the last trip the respon-
dent took.  Included were questions 
about the type of trip, where the 
activity took place, and the distance 
and direction to the site visited. 
These questions were not asked in 
1991.

10. The 1991 Survey collected data 
on hunting, fi shing, and wildlife 
watching by U.S. residents in 
Canada. The 1996 Survey collected 
data on fi shing and wildlife 
watching by U.S. residents in 
Canada.

Section II. Important Instrument 
Changes in the 2001 Survey

1. The 1991 and 1996 single-race 
category “Asian or Pacifi c Islander” 
was changed to two categories— 
“Asian” and “Native Hawaiian or 
Other Pacifi c Islander.” In 1991 and 
1996, the respondent was required 
to pick only one category, while in 
2001 the respondent could pick any 
combination of categories. The next 
question stipulated that the respon-
dent could only be identifi ed with 
one category and then asked what 
that category was.

2. The 1991 and 1996 land leasing 
and ownership sections asked the 
respondent to combine the two 
types of land use into one and give 
total acreage and expenditures. In 
2001, the two types of land use 
were explored separately.

3. The 1991 and 1996 wildlife-
watching sections included ques-
tions on birdwatching for residen-
tial users only. The 2001 Survey 
added a question on birdwatching 
for nonresidential users. Also, ques-
tions on the use of birding life lists 

and how many species the respon-
dent can identify were added.

4. “Recreational vehicles” was added 
to the sportspersons and wildlife-
watchers special equipment section.  
“House trailer” was added to the 
sportspersons special equipment 
section.

5. Total personal income was asked 
in the detailed phase of the 1996 
Survey. This was changed to total 
household income in the 2001 
Survey.

6. A question was added to the trip-
related expenditures section to 
ascertain how much of the total 
was spent in the respondent’s state 
of residence when the respondent 
participated in hunting, fi shing, or 
wildlife watching out of state.

7. Boating questions were added to 
the fi shing section. The respondent 
was asked about the extent of boat 
usage for the three types of fi shing.

8. The 1996 Survey included ques-
tions about the months residential 
wildlife watchers fed birds. These 
questions were not repeated in the 
2001 Survey.

9.   The contingent valuation sections of 
the three types of wildlife-related 
recreation were altered, using an 
open-ended question format instead 
of the dichotomous choice format 
used in 1996.

Section III. Important Instrument 
Changes in the 2006 Survey 

1. A series of boating questions was 
added. The new questions dealt 
with anglers using motorboats and/
or non-motorboats, length of boat 
used most often, distance to boat 
launch used most often, needed 
improvements to facilities at the 
launch, whether or not the respon-
dent completed a boating safety 
course, who the boater fi shed with 
most often, and the source and type 
of information the boater used for 
his or her fi shing.

2. Questions regarding catch and 
release fi shing were added. 
Whether or not the respondent 

caught and released fi sh and, if so, 
the percent of fi sh released.

3. The proportion of hunting 
done with a rifl e or shotgun, as 
contrasted with muzzleloader or 
archery equipment, was asked.

4. In the contingent valuation section, 
where the value of wildlife-related 
recreation was determined, two 
quality-variable questions were 
added: the average length of certain 
fi sh caught and whether a deer, 
elk, or moose was killed. Plus, the 
economic evaluation bid questions 
were rephrased, from “What is 
the most your [species] hunting in 
[State name] could have cost you 
per trip last year before you would 
NOT have gone [species] hunting 
at all in 2001, not even one trip, 
because it would have been too 
expensive?,” for the hunters, for 
example, to “What is the cost that 
would have prevented you from 
taking even one such trip in 2006? 
In other words, if the trip cost was 
below this amount, you would have 
gone [species] hunting in [State 
name], but if the trip cost was 
above this amount, you would not 
have gone.”   

5. Questions concerning hunting, 
fi shing, or wildlife watching in 
other countries were taken out of 
the Survey. 

6. Questions about the reasons for 
not going hunting or fi shing, or not 
going as much as expected, were 
deleted.

7. Disability of participants questions 
were taken out.

8. Determination of the types of sites 
for wildlife watching was discon-
tinued.

9. The birding questions regarding 
the use of birding life lists and the 
ability to identify birds based on 
their sight or sounds were deleted.

10. Public transportation costs were 
divided into two sections, “public   
transportation by airplane” and 
“other public transportation, 
including trains, buses, and car 
rentals, etc.”
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National and Regional Trends 
Fishing and Hunting

Comparing national hunting and 
fi shing estimates for 1991 to 2006 
fi nds participation declining over the 
entire time period. In 1991 and 1996, 
the number of people who hunted and 
fi shed remained essentially unchanged. 
In 2001, the number of sportspersons 
fell compared to the two previous 
survey estimates. In 2006, the number 
of anglers continued to decline and the 
number of hunters was stable. 

The amount of time people spent 
fi shing and hunting fl uctuated between 
1991 and 2006. The number of days 
spent fi shing rose 22 percent between 
1991 and 1996, fell 11 percent between 
1996 and 2001, and fell 7 percent 
further between 2001 and 2006. Days 
of hunting followed a similar pattern. 
Between 1991 and 1996, hunting days 

increased 9 percent (although this 
increase was not statistically signifi -
cant) but then fell 11 percent between 
1996 and 2001 and a further 4 percent 
(this was not statistically signifi cant 
either) between 2001 and 2006.

The amount of money spent for fi shing 
and hunting trips and equipment rose 
from 1991 to 1996, fell from 1996 to 
2001, and stayed level from 2001 to 
2006. The comparisons are in constant 
dollars.

Wildlife Watching

There were differing trend lines from 
1991 to 2006 for the two major types 
of wildlife watching. The number of 
overall wildlife watchers decreased 17 
percent from 1991 to 1996, increased 
5 percent from 1996 to 2001, and 
increased 8 percent from 2001 to 2006. 
Around-the-home wildlife watching, 

the most popular type of wildlife 
watching, led this trend with an 18 
percent drop from 1991 to 1996, a 4 
percent increase from 1996 to 2001, 
and an 8 percent increase from 2001 
to 2006. Away-from-home wildlife 
watching, on the other hand, dropped 
from 1991 to 2001 (21 percent from 
1991 to 1996 and 8 percent from 1996 
to 2001) and stayed level with a statisti-
cally insignifi cant 5 percent increase 
from 2001 to 2006. Days afi eld by 
away-from-home wildlife watchers 
were signifi cantly up from 1996 to 
2001 and statistically stable the other 
time periods. Overall expenditures for 
wildlife watching increased 21 percent 
from 1991 to 1996 and 16 percent from 
1996 to 2001 and decreased a statisti-
cally insignifi cant 7 percent from 2001 
to 2006.
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Table C-1a. Comparison of Wildlife-Related Recreation in the United States: 1991–1996
(U.S. population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands. All expenditures in 2006 dollars. 1996 expenditure categories made comparable to 1991)

Participants, days, and expenditures
1991

(Number)
1996

(Number)
1991–1996

percent change

Hunting

Hunters, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14,063 13,975 –1*
Hunting days, total. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 235,806 256,676 9*
Hunting expenditures, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $18,282,597 $26,224,069 43

Fishing

Anglers, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35,578 35,246 –1*
Fishing days, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 511,329 625,893 22
Fishing expenditures, total. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $35,553,365 $48,598,400 37

Wildlife Watching

Wildlife watchers, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 76,111 62,868 –17
Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 73,904 60,751 –18
Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29,999 23,652 –21

Wildlife-watching days, away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 342,406 313,790 –8*
Wildlife-watching expenditures, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $27,402,180 $33,093,660 21

* Not different from zero at the 5 percent level of significance.

Table C-1b. Comparison of Wildlife-Related Recreation in the United States: 1996–2001
(U.S. population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands. All expenditures in 2006 dollars. 1996 and 2001 expenditure categories made
comparable to 1991)

Participants, days, and expenditures
1996

(Number)
2001

(Number)
1996–2001

percent change

Hunting

Hunters, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13,975 13,034 –7
Hunting days, total. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 256,676 228,368 –11
Hunting expenditures, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $26,224,069 $23,296,904 –11*

Fishing

Anglers, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35,246 34,071 –3
Fishing days, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 625,893 557,394 –11
Fishing expenditures, total. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $48,598,400 $40,399,711 –17

Wildlife Watching

Wildlife watchers, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 62,868 66,105 5
Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 60,751 62,928 4
Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23,652 21,823 –8

Wildlife-watching days, away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 313,790 372,006 19
Wildlife-watching expenditures, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $33,093,660 $38,453,190 16

* Not different from zero at the 5 percent level of significance.
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Table C-1c. Comparison of Wildlife-Related Recreation in the United States: 2001–2006
(U.S. population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands. All expenditures in 2006 dollars. 2001 and 2006 expenditure categories made
comparable to 1991)

Participants, days, and expenditures
2001

(Number)
2006

(Number)
2001–2006

percent change

Hunting

Hunters, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13,034 12,510 –4*
Hunting days, total. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 228,368 219,925 –4*
Hunting expenditures, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $23,296,904 $22,644,048 –3*

Fishing

Anglers, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34,071 29,952 –12
Fishing days, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 557,394 516,781 –7
Fishing expenditures, total. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $40,399,711 $42,042,188 4*

Wildlife Watching

Wildlife watchers, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 66,105 71,132 8
Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 62,928 67,756 8
Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21,823 22,977 5*

Wildlife-watching days, away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 372,006 352,070 –5*
Wildlife-watching expenditures, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $38,453,190 $35,870,403 –7*

* Not different from zero at the 5 percent level of significance.

Table C-1d. Comparison of Wildlife-Related Recreation in the United States: 1991–2006
(U.S. population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands. All expenditures in 2006 dollars. 2006 expenditure categories made comparable to 1991)

Participants, days, and expenditures
1991

(Number)
2006

(Number)
1991–2006

percent change

Hunting

Hunters, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14,063 12,510 –11
Hunting days, total. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 235,806 219,925 –7*
Hunting expenditures, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $18,282,597 $22,644,048 24

Fishing

Anglers, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35,578 29,952 –16
Fishing days, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 511,329 516,781 1*
Fishing expenditures, total. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $35,553,365 $42,042,188 18

Wildlife Watching

Wildlife watchers, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 76,111 71,132 –7
Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 73,904 67,756 –8
Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29,999 22,977 –23

Wildlife-watching days, away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 342,406 352,070 3*
Wildlife-watching expenditures, total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $27,402,180 $35,870,403 31

* Not different from zero at the 5 percent level of significance.
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Table C-2. Anglers and Hunters by Census Division: 1991, 1996, 2001, and 2006
(U.S. population 16 years old and older. Numbers in thousands)

Area and sportsperson
1991 1996 2001 2006

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

UNITED STATES

Total population . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 189,964 100 201,472 100 212,298 100 229,245 100
Sportspersons . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39,979 21 39,694 20 37,805 18 33,916 15

Anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35,578 19 35,246 17 34,067 16 29,952 13
Hunters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14,063 7 13,975 7 13,034 6 12,510 5

New England

Total population . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10,180 100 10,306 100 10,575 100 11,233 100
Sportspersons . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,658 16 1,673 16 1,504 14 1,353 12

Anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,545 15 1,520 15 1,402 13 1,246 11
Hunters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 444 4 465 5 386 4 374 3

Middle Atlantic

Total population . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29,216 100 29,371 100 29,806 100 31,518 100
Sportspersons . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,508 15 4,192 14 3,810 13 3,214 10

Anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,871 13 3,627 12 3,250 11 2,550 8
Hunters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,746 6 1,453 5 1,633 5 1,520 5

East North Central

Total population . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32,188 100 33,121 100 34,082 100 35,609 100
Sportspersons . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7,202 22 6,912 21 6,400 19 5,975 17

Anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,264 19 6,006 18 5,655 17 5,190 15
Hunters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,789 9 2,712 8 2,421 7 2,376 7

West North Central

Total population . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13,504 100 13,875 100 14,430 100 15,458 100
Sportspersons . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,143 31 3,977 29 4,239 29 3,836 25

Anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,647 27 3,416 25 3,836 27 3,284 21
Hunters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,709 13 1,917 14 1,710 12 1,779 12

South Atlantic

Total population . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33,682 100 36,776 100 39,286 100 43,965 100
Sportspersons . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,996 21 7,282 20 6,957 18 6,633 15

Anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,441 19 6,636 18 6,451 16 6,116 14
Hunters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,083 6 2,050 6 1,875 5 1,884 4

East South Central

Total population . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11,667 100 12,459 100 12,976 100 13,722 100
Sportspersons . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,984 26 2,907 23 2,865 22 2,689 20

Anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,635 23 2,514 20 2,543 20 2,436 18
Hunters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,279 11 1,301 10 1,164 9 1,101 8

West South Central

Total population . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19,926 100 21,811 100 23,337 100 25,407 100
Sportspersons . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5,125 26 5,093 23 4,924 21 4,499 18

Anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,592 23 4,616 21 4,375 19 3,952 16
Hunters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,843 9 1,812 8 1,988 9 1,810 7

Mountain

Total population . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10,092 100 11,966 100 13,308 100 15,651 100
Sportspersons . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,488 25 2,761 23 2,757 21 2,372 15

Anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,079 21 2,411 20 2,443 18 2,084 13
Hunters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,069 11 1,061 9 1,020 8 868 6

Pacific

Total population . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29,508 100 31,787 100 34,498 100 36,681 100
Sportspersons . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,875 17 4,897 15 4,349 13 3,345 9

Anglers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,505 15 4,501 14 4,111 12 3,094 8
Hunters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,101 4 1,203 4 837 2 798 2
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Table C-3. Wildlife-Watching Participants by Census Division: 1991, 1996, 2001, and 2006
(Numbers in thousands. Population 16 years old and older)

Area and wildlife watcher
1991 1996 2001 2006

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

UNITED STATES

Total population . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 189,964 100 201,472 100 212,298 100 229,245 100
Total wildlife watchers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 76,111 40 62,868 31 66,105 31 71,132 31

Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29,999 16 23,652 12 21,823 10 22,977 10
Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 73,904 39 60,751 30 62,928 30 67,756 30

New England

Total population . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10,180 100 10,306 100 10,575 100 11,233 100
Total wildlife watchers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,598 45 3,710 36 3,875 37 4,489 40

Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,856 18 1,443 14 1,155 11 1,340 12
Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,544 45 3,586 35 3,765 36 4,310 38

Middle Atlantic

Total population . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29,216 100 29,371 100 29,806 100 31,518 100
Total wildlife watchers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10,556 36 8,185 28 8,740 29 8,723 28

Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,166 14 2,960 10 2,849 10 2,729 9
Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10,282 35 8,023 27 8,452 28 8,451 27

East North Central

Total population . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32,188 100 33,121 100 34,082 100 35,609 100
Total wildlife watchers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14,511 45 11,731 35 11,631 34 12,215 34

Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5,572 17 4,501 14 3,571 10 3,792 11
Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14,175 44 11,297 34 11,196 33 11,845 33

West North Central

Total population . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13,504 100 13,875 100 14,430 100 15,458 100
Total wildlife watchers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,924 51 5,089 37 6,206 43 6,741 44

Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,654 20 1,927 14 2,059 14 2,163 14
Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,722 50 4,900 35 5,938 41 6,447 42

South Atlantic

Total population . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33,682 100 36,776 100 39,286 100 43,965 100
Total wildlife watchers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13,047 39 11,252 31 11,395 29 12,862 29

Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,450 13 3,992 11 3,469 9 3,208 7
Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12,813 38 10,964 30 10,911 28 12,432 28

East South Central

Total population . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11,667 100 12,459 100 12,976 100 13,722 100
Total wildlife watchers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,864 42 3,904 31 4,514 35 4,931 36

Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,592 14 1,118 9 1,086 8 1,758 13
Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,765 41 3,795 30 4,390 34 4,683 34

West South Central

Total population . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19,926 100 21,811 100 23,337 100 25,407 100
Total wildlife watchers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7,035 35 5,933 27 5,747 25 6,764 27

Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,459 12 2,096 10 1,822 8 2,127 8
Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,817 34 5,773 26 5,490 24 6,319 25

Mountain

Total population . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10,092 100 11,966 100 13,308 100 15,651 100
Total wildlife watchers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,437 44 4,099 34 4,619 35 4,968 32

Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,215 22 1,967 16 2,019 15 2,004 13
Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,145 41 3,855 32 4,282 32 4,605 29

Pacific

Total population . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29,508 100 31,787 100 34,498 100 36,681 100
Total wildlife watchers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10,139 34 8,966 28 9,377 27 9,439 26

Away from home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5,035 17 3,648 11 3,793 11 3,856 11
Around the home . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9,641 33 8,558 27 8,504 25 8,664 24
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This appendix is presented in two parts.  
The fi rst part is the U.S. Census Bureau 
Source and Accuracy Statement.  This 
statement describes the sampling 
design for the 2006 Survey and 
highlights the steps taken to produce 
estimates from the completed ques-
tionnaires.  The statement explains the 
use of standard errors and confi dence 
intervals.  It also provides comprehen-
sive information about errors charac-
teristic of surveys and formulas and 
parameters to calculate an approximate 
standard error or confi dence interval for 
each number published in this report.  
The second part reports approximate 
standard errors for selected measures 
of participation and expenditures for 
wildlife-related recreation.  Tables D-1 
to D-3 show common estimates by state 
with their estimated standard errors.  
Tables D-4 to D-9 provide parameters 
for computing standard errors.

Source and Accuracy Statement for 
the Ohio State Report of the 2006 
National Survey of Fishing, Hunting, 
and Wildlife-Associated Recreation

SOURCE OF DATA
The estimates in this report are 
based on data collected in the 2006 
National Survey of Fishing, Hunting, 
and W ildlife-Associated Recreation 
(FHWAR) conducted by the Census 
Bureau and sponsored by the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service.  

The eligible universe for the FHWAR 
is the civilian noninstitutionalized and 
nonbarrack military population living in 
the United States.  The institutionalized 
population, which is excluded from 
the population universe, is composed 
primarily of the population in correc-
tional institutions and nursing homes  
(91 percent of the 4.1 million institu-
tionalized people in Census 2000).  

The 2006 Survey was designed to 
provide state-level estimates of the 

number of participants in recreational 
hunting and fi shing and in wildlife-
watching activities (e.g., wildlife obser-
vation).  Information was collected on 
the number of participants, where and 
how often they participated, the type of 
wildlife encountered, and the amounts 
of money spent on wildlife-related 
recreation.

The Survey was conducted in two 
stages: an initial screening of house-
holds to identify likely sportspersons 
and wildlife-watching participants 
and a series of follow-up interviews of 
selected persons to collect detailed data 
about their wildlife-related recreation 
during 2006.

SAMPLE DESIGN
The 2006 FHWAR sample was selected 
from the Census Bureau’s master 
address fi le (MAF) and unused sample 
of the Current Population Survey 
(CPS).  The CPS sample was used 
to improve coverage in rural areas of 
some states.  

The FHWAR is a multistage prob-
ability sample, with coverage in all 50 
states and the District of Columbia.  In 
the fi rst stage of the sampling process, 
primary sampling units (PSUs) are 
selected for sample.  The PSUs are 
defi ned to correspond to the Offi ce of 
Management and Budget defi nitions 
of Core Based Statistical Area defi ni-
tions and to improve effi ciency in 
fi eld operations.  The United States is 
divided into 2,025 PSUs.  These PSUs 
are grouped into 824 strata.  Within 
each stratum, a single PSU is chosen 
for the sample, with its probability of 
selection proportional to its population 
as of the most recent decennial census.  
This PSU represents the entire stratum 
from which it was selected.  In the case 
of strata consisting of only one PSU, 
the PSU is chosen with certainty.  

Within the selected PSUs, the FHWAR 
sample was selected from the MAF 
where suffi cient coverage of addresses 
existed.  In some rural areas, the sample 
was selected from unused cases from 
the CPS to improve coverage.

FHWAR Screening Sample

The total screening sample in Ohio 
consisted of 1,735 households.  Inter-
viewing for the screen was conducted 
during April, May, and June 2006.  
Of all housing units in sample, about 
1,587 were determined to be eligible 
for interview.  Interviewers obtained 
interviews at 1,455 of these units for 
a state response rate of 92 percent.  
Local fi eld representatives conducted 
interviews by telephone when possible, 
otherwise through a personal visit.  The 
fi eld representatives asked screening 
questions for all household members 
6 years old and older.  Noninterviews 
occur when the occupants are not found 
at home after repeated calls or are 
unavailable for some other reason.

Data for the FHWAR sportspersons 
sample and wildlife-watchers sample 
were collected in three waves.  The 
fi rst wave started in April 2006, the 
second in September 2006, and the 
third in January 2007.  In the sportsper-
sons sample, all persons who hunted 
or fi shed in 2006 by the time of the 
screening interview were interviewed in 
the fi rst wave.  The remaining sports-
persons in sample were interviewed 
in the second wave.  A subsampling 
operation was conducted before the 
third wave of sampling to reduce cost 
of the Survey, and everyone remaining 
in sample was interviewed in the third 
wave.  

The reference period was the preceding 
4 months for waves 1 and 2.  In wave 
3, the reference period was either 4, 8, 
or 12 months depending on when the 
sample person was fi rst interviewed.

Appendix D. 
Sample Design and Statistical Accuracy
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Detailed Samples

Two independent detailed samples were 
chosen from the FHWAR screening 
sample.  One consisted of sportsper-
sons (people who hunt or fi sh) and the 
other of wildlife watchers (people who 
observe, photograph, or feed wildlife).

A.  Sportspersons

 The Census Bureau selected the 
detailed samples based on informa-
tion reported during the screening 
phase.  Based on information 
collected from the household 
respondent, every person 16 years 
old and older in the FHWAR 
screening sample was assigned to a 
sportspersons stratum.  The criteria 
for the strata included time devoted 
to hunting or fi shing in previous 
years, participation in hunting or 
fi shing in 2006 by the time of the 
screening interview, and intentions 
to participate in hunting and fi shing 
activities during the remainder 
of 2006.  The four sportspersons 
categories were: 

1.  Active—a person who had 
already participated in hunting 
or fi shing in 2006 at the time of 
the screener interview.

2.  Likely—a person who had not 
participated in 2006 at the time 
of the screener, but had partici-
pated in 2005 OR was likely to 
participate in 2006.

3.  Inactive—a person who had not 
participated in 2005 or 2006 
AND was somewhat unlikely to 
participate in 2006. 

4.  Nonparticipant—a person who 
had not participated in 2005 or 
2006 AND was very unlikely to 
participate in 2006.

 Persons were selected for the 
detailed phase based on these 
groupings.

 Active sportspersons were given 
the detailed interview twice—at 
the time of the screening inter-
view (in April, May, or June 2006) 
and again in January or February 
2007.  Likely sportspersons and a 
subsample of the inactive sportsper-
sons were also interviewed twice—
fi rst in September or October 2006, 

then in January or February 2007.  
If Census Bureau fi eld representa-
tives were not able to obtain the 
fi rst interview, they attempted to 
interview the person in the fi nal 
interviewing period with the refer-
ence period being the entire year.  
Persons in the nonparticipant group 
were not eligible for a detailed 
interview.  

 About 649 persons were desig-
nated for interviews in Ohio.  The 
detailed sportspersons sample 
sizes varied by state to get reliable 
state-level estimates.  During each 
interview period, about 24 percent 
of the designated persons were not 
found at home or were unavailable 
for some other reason.  Overall, 
about 491 detailed sportspersons 
interviews were completed at a 
response rate of 76 percent.  

B.  Wildlife Watchers

 The wildlife-watching detailed 
sample was also selected based on 
information reported during the 
screening phase.  Based on infor-
mation collected from the house-
hold respondent, every person 16 
years old and older was assigned to 
a stratum.  The criteria for the strata 
included time devoted to wildlife-
watching activities in previous 
years, participation in wildlife-
watching activities in 2006 by the 
time of the screening interview, 
and intentions to participate in 
wildlife-watching activities during 
the remainder of 2006.  The fi ve 
wildlife-watching categories were:

1.  Active—a person who had 
already participated in 2006 at 
the time of the screening inter-
view. 

2.  Avid—a person who had not 
yet participated in 2006, but in 
2005 had taken trips to partici-
pate in wildlife-watching activi-
ties for 21 or more days or had 
spent $300 or more.

3.  Average—a person who had not 
yet participated in 2006, but in 
2005 had taken trips to wildlife 
watch for less than 21 days and 
had spent less than $300 OR 
had not participated in wildlife-
watching activities but was very 

likely to in the remainder of 
2006.

4.  Infrequent—a person who had 
not participated in 2005 or 
2006, but was somewhat likely 
or somewhat unlikely to partici-
pate in the remainder of 2006. 

5.  Nonparticipant—a person who 
had not participated in 2005 or 
2006 AND was very unlikely to 
participate during the remainder 
of 2006.

 Persons were selected for the 
detailed sample based on these 
groupings, but persons in the 
nonparticipant group were not 
eligible for a detailed interview.  
A subsample of each of the other 
groups was selected to receive a 
detailed interview with the chance 
of selection diminishing as the like-
lihood of participation diminished.  

 Wildlife-watching participants were 
given the detailed interview twice.  
Some received their fi rst detailed 
interview at the same time as the 
screening interview (in April, May, 
or June 2006).  The rest received 
their fi rst detailed interview in 
September or October 2006.  All 
wildlife-watching participants 
received their second interview 
in January or February 2007.  If 
Census Bureau fi eld representa-
tives were not able to obtain the 
fi rst interview, they attempted to 
interview the person in the fi nal 
interviewing period with the refer-
ence period being the entire year.  

 About 316 persons were desig-
nated for interviews in Ohio.  The 
detailed wildlife-watching sample 
sizes varied by state to get reliable 
state-level estimates.  During each 
interview period, about 23 percent 
of the designated persons were not 
found at home or were unavailable 
for some other reason.  Overall, 
about 243 detailed wildlife-watcher 
interviews were completed at a 
response rate of 77 percent. 

ESTIMATION PROCEDURE
Several stages of adjustments were 
used to derive the fi nal 2006 FHWAR 
person weights.  A brief description of 
the major components of the weights is 
given next.  
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All statistics for the population 6 to 
15 years of age were derived from the 
screening interview.  Statistics for the 
population 16 years old and older come 
from both the screening and detailed 
interviews.  Estimates that come from 
the screening sample are presented in 
Appendix B. 

A.  Screening Sample

 Every interviewed person in 
the screening sample received 
a screening weight that was the 
product of the following factors:

1. Base Weight.  The base weight 
is the inverse of the household’s 
probability of selection. 

2.   Household Noninterview 
Adjustment.  The noninterview 
adjustment infl ates the weight 
assigned to interviewed house-
holds to account for house-
holds eligible for interview but 
for which no interview was 
obtained. 

3.  First-Stage Adjustment.  The 
824 areas designated for our 
samples were selected from 
2,025 such areas of the United 
States.  Some sample areas 
represent only themselves 
and are referred to as self-
 representing.  The remaining 
areas represent other areas 
similar in selected character-
istics and are thus designated 
non-self-representing.  The 
fi rst-stage factor reduces the 
component of variation arising 
from sampling the non-self-
representing areas.

4.  Second-Stage Adjustment.  This 
adjustment brings the estimates 
of the total population into 
agreement with census-based 
estimates of the civilian nonin-
stitutionalized and nonbarrack 
military populations for each 
state.

B.  Sportspersons Sample

 Every interviewed person in the 
sportspersons detailed sample 
received a weight that was the 
product of the following factors: 

1.  Screening Weight.  This is the 
person’s fi nal weight from the 
screening sample. 

2.  Sportspersons Stratum Adjust-
ment.  This factor infl ates the 
weights of persons selected for 
the detailed sample to account 
for the subsampling done within 
each sportsperson stratum. 

3.  Sportspersons Noninterview 
Adjustment.  This factor adjusts 
the weights of the interviewed 
sportspersons to account for 
sportspersons selected for the 
detailed sample for whom no 
interview was obtained.  A 
person was considered a nonin-
terview if he or she was not 
interviewed in the third wave of 
interviewing. 

4.  Sportspersons Ratio Adjustment 
Factor.  This is a ratio adjust-
ment of the detailed sample to 
the screening sample within 
the sportspersons sampling 
stratum.  This adjustment brings 
the population estimates of 
persons aged 16 years old and 
older from the detailed sample 
into agreement with the same 
estimates from the screening 
sample, which was a much 
larger sample.

C.  Wildlife-Watchers Sample

 Every interviewed person in the 
wildlife-watchers detailed sample 
received a weight that was the 
product of the following factors:

1.  Screening Weight.  This is the  
person’s fi nal weight from the 
screening sample. 

2.  Wildlife-Watchers Stratum 
Adjustment.  This factor infl ates 
the weights of persons selected 
for the detailed sample to 
account for the subsampling 
done within each wildlife-
watcher stratum.

3.  Wildlife-Watchers Noninterview 
Adjustment.   This factor adjusts 
the weights of the interviewed 
wildlife-watching participants 
to account for wildlife watchers 
selected for the detailed sample 
for which no interview was 
obtained.  A person was consid-
ered a noninterview if he or she 
was not interviewed in the third 
wave of interviewing.

4.  Wildlife-Watchers Ratio Adjust-
ment Factor.  This is a ratio 
adjustment of the detailed 
sample to the screening sample 
within wildlife-watchers 
sampling strata.  This adjust-
ment brings the population 
estimates of persons aged 16 
years old and older from the 
detailed sample into agreement 
with the same estimates from 
the screening sample, which 
was a much larger sample.

ACCURACY OF THE ESTIMATES
A sample survey estimate has two types 
of error: sampling and nonsampling.  
The accuracy of an estimate depends 
on both types of error.  The nature of 
the sampling error is known given the 
survey design; the full extent of the 
nonsampling error is unknown. 

NONSAMPLING ERROR
For a given estimator, the difference 
between the estimate that would result 
if the sample were to include the entire 
population and the true population 
value being estimated is known as 
nonsampling error.  There are several 
sources of nonsampling error that 
may occur during the development or 
execution of the survey.  It can occur 
because of circumstances created by the 
interviewer, the respondent, the survey 
instrument, or the way the data are 
collected and processed.  For example, 
errors could occur because: 

•  The interviewer records the wrong 
answer, the respondent provides 
incorrect information, the respon-
dent estimates the requested 
information, or an unclear survey 
question is misunderstood by the 
respondent (measurement error).

•  Some individuals who should have 
been included in the survey frame 
were missed (coverage error).

•  Responses are not collected from 
all those in the sample or the 
respondent is unwilling to provide 
information (nonresponse error). 

•  Values are estimated imprecisely 
for missing data (imputation error).

•  Forms may be lost, data may 
be incorrectly keyed, coded, or 
recoded, etc. (processing error).



U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 2006 National Survey of Fishing, Hunting, and Wildlife-Associated Recreation—Ohio    69

The Census Bureau employs quality 
control procedures throughout the 
production process, including the 
overall design of surveys, the wording 
of questions, the review of the work 
of interviewers and coders, and the 
statistical review of reports to minimize 
these errors.  

Two types of nonsampling error that 
can be examined to a limited extent are 
nonresponse and undercoverage.

Nonresponse.  The effect of nonre-
sponse cannot be measured directly, but 
one indication of its potential effect is 
the nonresponse rate.  For the FHWAR 
screener interview in Ohio, the house-
hold-level nonresponse rate was 8 
percent.  The person-level nonresponse 
rate for the detailed sports person 
interview in Ohio was an additional 24 
percent and for the wildlife watchers 
it was 23 percent.  Since the screener 
nonresponse rate is a household-level 
rate and the detailed interview nonre-
sponse rate is a person-level rate, we 
cannot combine  these rates to derive 
an overall nonresponse rate.  Since it is 
unlikely the nonresponding households 
to the FHWAR  have the same number 
of persons as the households success-
fully interviewed, combining these 
rates would result in an overestimate of 
the “true” person-level overall nonre-
sponse rate for the detailed interviews. 

Coverage.  Overall screener under-
coverage is estimated to be about 13 
percent.  Ratio estimation to indepen-
dent population controls, as described 
previously, partially corrects for the 
bias due to survey undercoverage.  
However, biases exist in the estimates 
to the extent that missed persons in 
missed households or missed persons in 
interviewed households have different 
characteristics from those of inter-
viewed persons in the same age group. 

Comparability of Data.  Data obtained 
from the 2006 FHWAR and other 
sources are not entirely comparable.  
This results from differences in inter-
viewer training and experience and in 
differing survey processes.  This is an 
example of nonsampling variability 
not refl ected in the standard errors.  
Therefore, caution should be used 
when comparing results from different 
sources.  (See Appendix C.) 

A Nonsampling Error Warning.  Since 
the full extent of the nonsampling error 
is unknown, one should be particularly 

careful when interpreting results based 
on small differences between estimates.  
The Census Bureau recommends that 
data users incorporate information 
about nonsampling errors into their 
analyses, as nonsampling error could 
impact the conclusions drawn from 
the results.  Caution should also be 
used when interpreting results based 
on a relatively small number of cases.  
Summary measures (such as medians 
and percentage distributions) probably 
do not reveal useful information when 
computed on a subpopulation smaller 
than 50,000 for screener data, 65,000 
for the detailed sportsperson data, and 
230,000 for the wildlife-watchers data.

SAMPLING ERROR
Since the FHWAR estimates come from 
a sample, they may differ from fi gures 
from an enumeration of the entire 
population using the same question-
naires, instructions, and enumerators.  
For a given estimator, the difference 
between an estimate based on a sample 
and the estimate that would result if 
the sample were to include the entire 
population is known as sampling 
error.  Standard errors, as calculated 
by methods described in “Standard 
Errors and Their Use,” are primarily 
measures of the magnitude of sampling 
error.  However, they may include some 
nonsampling error.

Standard Errors and Their Use.  The 
sample estimate and its standard error 
enable one to construct a confi dence 
interval.  A confi dence interval is a 
range that has a known probability 
of including the average result of all 
possible samples.  For example, if all 
possible samples were surveyed under 
essentially the same general conditions 
and using the same sample design, and 
if an estimate and its standard error 
were calculated from each sample, then 
approximately 90 percent of the inter-
vals from 1.645 standard errors below 
the estimate to 1.645 standard errors 
above the estimate would include the 
average result of all possible samples.  

A particular confi dence interval may or 
may not contain the average estimate 
derived from all possible samples.  
However, one can say with specifi ed 
confi dence that the interval includes 
the average estimate calculated from all 
possible samples.  

Standard errors may also be used to 
perform hypothesis testing, a procedure 

for distinguishing between population 
parameters using sample estimates.  
The most common type of hypoth-
esis is that the population parameters 
are different.  An example would be 
comparing the proportion of anglers to 
the proportion of hunters.  

Tests may be performed at various 
levels of signifi cance.  A signifi cance 
level is the probability of concluding 
that the characteristics are different 
when, in fact, they are the same.  For 
example, to conclude that two charac-
teristics are different at the 0.1 level of 
signifi cance, the absolute value of the 
estimated difference between charac-
teristics must be greater than or equal 
to 1.645 times the standard error of the 
difference.  

This report uses 90-percent confi dence 
intervals and 0.1 level of signifi cance to 
determine statistical validity.  Consult 
standard statistical textbooks for alter-
native criteria. 

Estimating Standard Errors.  The 
Census Bureau uses replication 
methods to estimate the standard errors 
of FHWAR estimates.  These methods 
primarily measure the magnitude of 
sampling error.  However, they do 
measure some effects of nonsampling 
error as well.  They do not measure 
systematic biases in the data associ-
ated with nonsampling error.  Bias is 
the average over all possible samples 
of the differences between the sample 
estimates and the true value.

Generalized Variance Parameters.  
While it is possible to compute and 
present an estimate of the standard 
error based on the survey data for each 
estimate in a report, there are a number 
of reasons why this is not done.  A 
presentation of the individual standard 
errors would be of limited use, since 
one could not possibly predict all of the 
combinations of results that may be of 
interest to data users.  Additionally, data 
users have access to FHWAR microdata 
fi les, and it is impossible to compute 
in advance the standard error for every 
estimate one might obtain from those 
data sets.  Moreover, variance estimates 
are based on sample data and have vari-
ances of their own.  Therefore, some 
methods of stabilizing these estimates 
of variance, for example, by general-
izing or averaging over time, may be 
used to improve their reliability.  
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Experience has shown that certain groups of estimates have similar relationships between their variances and expected values.  
Modeling or generalizing may provide more stable variance estimates by taking advantage of these similarities.  The general-
ized variance function is a simple model that expresses the variance as a function of the expected value of the survey estimate.  
The parameters of the generalized variance function are estimated using direct replicate variances.  These generalized vari-
ance parameters provide a relatively easy method to obtain approximate standard errors for numerous characteristics.  Tables 
D-4 to D-9 provide the generalized variance parameters for FHWAR data.  Methods for using the parameters to calculate 
standard errors of various estimates are given in the next sections.

Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers.  The approximate standard error, s
x
, of an estimated number shown in this report 

can be obtained using the following formulas.  Formula (1) is used to calculate the standard errors of levels of sportspersons, 
anglers, and wildlife watchers. 

Here, x is the size of the estimate and a and b are the parameters in the tables associated with the particular characteristic.

Formula (2) is used for standard errors of aggregates, i.e., trips, days, and expenditures.

Here, x is again the size of the estimate; y is the base of the estimate; and a, b, and c are the parameters in the tables associ-
ated with the particular characteristic.

Illustration of the Computation of the Standard Error of an Estimated Number

Suppose there were an estimated 33,916,000 persons age 16 years old and older who either fi shed or hunted in the United 
States in 2006.  Using formula (1) with the parameters a = –0.000027 and b = 6,125 from table D-5, the approximate standard 
error of the estimated number of 33,916,000 sportspersons age 16 years old and older is 

The 90-percent confi dence interval for the estimated number of sportspersons 16 years old and older is from 33,225,000 to 
34,607,000, i.e., 33,916,000 ± 1.645 x 420,330.  Therefore, a conclusion that the average estimate derived from all possible 
samples lies within a range computed in this way would be correct for roughly 90 percent of all possible samples. 

Suppose there were an estimated 12,510,000 hunters aged 16 years old and older who engaged in 219,925,000 days of 
participation in 2006.  Using formula (2) with the parameters a = –0.000235, b = –85,241, and c = 22,698 from table D-7, the 
approximate standard error on 219,925,000 estimated days on an estimated base of 12,510,000 hunters is

The 90-percent confi dence interval on the estimate of 219,925,000 days is from 207,436,000 to 232,414,000, i.e., 
219,925,000 ± 1.645 x 7,592,000.  Again, a conclusion that the average estimate derived from all possible samples lies within 
a range computed in this way would be correct for roughly 90 percent of all possible samples. 

Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages.  The  reliability of an estimated percentage, computed using sample data for both 
numerator and denominator, depends on the size of the percentage and its base.  Estimated percentages are relatively more 
reliable than the corresponding estimates of the numerators of the percentages, particularly if the percentages are 50 percent 
or more.  When the numerator and the denominator of the percentage are in different categories, use the parameter in the 
tables indicated by the numerator.  

The approximate standard error, s
x,p

, can be obtained by use of the formula 
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2
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Here, x is the total number of sportspersons, hunters, etc., which is the base of the percentage; p is the percentage 
(0 ≤ p ≤ 100); and b is the parameter in the tables associated with the characteristic in the numerator of the percentage. 

Illustration of the Computation of the Standard Error of an Estimated Percentage

Suppose there were an estimated 12,510,000 hunters aged 16 years old and older of whom 18.3 percent hunted migratory 
birds.  From table D-5, the appropriate b parameter is 5,756.  Using formula (3), the approximate standard error on the esti-
mate of 18.3 percent is

Consequently, the 90-percent confi dence interval for the estimate percentage of migratory bird hunters 16 years old and older 
is from 16.9 percent to 19.7 percent, i.e., 18.3 ± 1.645 x 0.83. 

Standard Error of a Difference.  The standard error of the difference between two sample estimates is approximately equal to 

where s
x
 and s

y
 are the standard errors of the estimates x and y.  The estimates can be numbers, percentages, ratios, etc.  This 

will represent the actual standard error quite accurately for the difference between estimates of the same characteristic in two 
different areas, or for the difference between separate and uncorrelated characteristics in the same area.  However, if there is 
a high positive (negative) correlation between the two characteristics, the formula will overestimate (underestimate) the true 
standard error.

Illustration of the Computation of the Standard Error of a Difference

Suppose there were an estimated 11,655,000 females in the age range of 18 to 24 of whom 726,000 or 6.2 percent were 
sportspersons.  Similarly, suppose there were an estimated 11,638,000 males in the same age range of whom 1,929,000 or 
16.6 percent were sportspersons.  The apparent difference between the percentage of female and male sportspersons is 10.4 
percent.  Using formula (3) and the appropriate b parameter from table D-5, the approximate standard errors of 6.2 percent 
and 16.6 percent are 0.55 and 0.85, respectively.  Using formula (4), the approximate standard error of the estimated differ-
ence of 10.4 percent is 

The 90-percent confi dence interval on the difference between 18-to-24-year-old female and male sportspersons is from 8.7 to 
12.1, i.e., 10.4 ± 1.645 x 1.02.  Since the interval does not contain zero, we can conclude with 90-percent confi dence that the 
percentage of 18-to-24-year-old female sportspersons is less than the percentage of 18-to-24-year-old male sportspersons. 

Standard Errors of Estimated Averages.  Certain mean values for sportspersons, anglers, etc., shown in the report were calcu-
lated as the ratio of two numbers.  For example, average days per angler is calculated as:

Standard errors for these averages may be approximated by the use of formula (5) below.

In formula (5), r represents the correlation coeffi cient between the numerator and the denominator of the estimate.  In the 
above formula, use 0.7 as an estimate of r.

sx p,

, . .
, ,

.
5 756 18 3 100 18 3

12 510 000
083

(4)s s sx y x y
2 2

sx y 055 085 1022 2. . .

x
y

total days
total anglers

s x
y

s
x

s
y

r
s s
xyx y

x y x y
2 2

2 (5)



72    2006 National Survey of Fishing, Hunting, and Wildlife-Associated Recreation—Ohio U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

sx y

516 781 000
29 952 000

158 280 079
516 781 000

399 342
29 952 000

2 0 7
15 828 079 399 342

516 781 000 29 952 000
0 40

2 2, ,
, ,

, ,
, ,

,
, ,

.
, , ,

, , , ,
.

Illustration of the Computation of the Standard Error of an Estimated Average

Suppose that the estimated number of the average days per angler aged 16 years old and older for all fi shing was 17.3 days.  
Using formulas (1) and (2) above, we compute the standard error on total days, 516,781,000, and total anglers, 29,952,000, to 
be 15,828,079 and 399,342, respectively.  The approximate standard error on the estimated average of 17.3 days is

Therefore, the 90-percent confi dence interval on the estimated average of 17.3 days is from 16.6 to 18.0, i.e., 
17.3 ± 1.645 x 0.40.
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Table D-1. Approximate Standard Errors of Resident Anglers, Days of Fishing by State Residents, and
Expenditures for Fishing by State Residents

(Numbers in thousands)

State
Participation Days Expenditures in dollars

Estimate Standard error Estimate Standard error Estimate Standard error

Alabama . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 628 41 13,164 2,463 791,187 136,335
Alaska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 138 10 1,965 329 221,328 43,350
Arizona . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 370 32 4,378 1,163 293,510 62,037
Arkansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 463 38 10,078 1,788 364,528 71,945
California . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,689 102 19,649 2,646 2,707,995 428,592

Colorado . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 554 40 6,737 1,081 1,093,571 147,080
Connecticut. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 291 20 6,239 1,239 442,724 95,897
Delaware. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 76 6 1,521 397 138,601 28,408
Florida . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,950 100 43,026 5,370 3,618,499 514,463
Georgia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,060 77 18,449 3,935 1,050,608 183,960

Hawaii . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 94 8 1,345 300 82,728 22,551
Idaho. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 223 22 4,126 1,222 234,363 52,127
Illinois. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,034 62 21,351 2,579 1,315,192 197,171
Indiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 739 50 10,583 1,315 696,389 128,034
Iowa . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 449 34 7,017 1,319 398,654 78,100

Kansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 369 27 5,643 916 299,896 63,027
Kentucky . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 622 45 9,874 1,600 963,254 239,107
Louisiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 598 47 11,075 1,337 807,063 153,792
Maine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 225 17 3,854 800 147,473 26,410
Maryland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 475 32 6,571 1,028 661,078 99,475

Massachusetts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 452 29 9,309 1,784 954,647 229,603
Michigan. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,098 89 23,239 4,004 1,662,875 364,329
Minnesota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,143 75 23,025 4,850 2,467,491 483,774
Mississippi . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 479 34 7,515 1,198 280,529 55,307
Missouri . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 931 59 16,227 2,889 1,032,407 160,090

Montana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 179 16 2,455 424 140,895 27,916
Nebraska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 192 15 3,208 532 217,437 36,020
Nevada . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 156 16 1,958 447 304,133 73,096
New Hampshire . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 124 10 2,488 442 141,041 27,264
New Jersey . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 530 33 9,237 1,601 1,167,944 196,789

New Mexico. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 190 18 2,451 838 254,023 76,563
New York . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,029 81 16,157 3,315 844,153 194,665
North Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 964 63 16,106 2,626 1,039,286 198,626
North Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 106 8 1,150 205 96,908 19,580
Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,293 91 17,583 3,199 1,118,439 226,342

Oklahoma . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 547 39 10,363 1,487 486,013 88,047
Oregon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 483 39 8,104 2,308 507,625 101,717
Pennsylvania. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 990 87 20,592 4,258 1,625,022 272,116
Rhode Island . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 83 6 1,480 207 125,121 25,668
South Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 548 39 11,174 1,814 1,101,128 340,271

South Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 95 9 1,456 254 137,159 28,262
Tennessee . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 708 54 13,966 2,025 576,667 110,670
Texas. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,344 172 40,101 5,924 3,883,589 796,872
Utah . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 313 26 3,841 851 408,986 84,433
Vermont . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 71 7 1,506 279 59,132 12,200

Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 731 58 9,932 1,331 669,565 140,722
Washington . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 690 43 9,111 1,394 967,520 180,668
West Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 306 25 6,967 1,000 335,880 104,458
Wisconsin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,025 66 17,771 2,431 1,193,390 201,965
Wyoming . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 98 10 1,360 282 450,339 133,641
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Table D-2. Approximate Standard Errors of Resident Hunters, Days of Hunting by State Residents, and
Expenditures for Hunting by State Residents

(Numbers in thousands)

State
Participation Days Expenditures in dollars

Estimate Standard error Estimate Standard error Estimate Standard error

Alabama . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 312 30 8,032 1,831 596,485 114,760
Alaska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 55 7 859 205 111,535 25,306
Arizona . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 129 15 1,535 405 360,537 108,628
Arkansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 307 31 7,630 1,629 765,599 146,698
California . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 317 43 4,192 1,041 960,932 230,698

Colorado . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 132 18 1,421 303 219,545 57,088
Connecticut. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40 7 693 181 96,638 38,704
Delaware. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 3 512 148 33,836 7,761
Florida . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 325 40 5,723 1,200 870,391 205,731
Georgia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 356 42 7,180 1,643 502,017 135,282

Hawaii . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19 4 421 214 24,992 9,869
Idaho. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 123 15 1,187 256 142,708 33,385
Illinois. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 272 32 4,609 938 416,950 80,383
Indiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 254 30 4,617 930 243,058 60,232
Iowa . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 210 26 3,734 869 260,147 60,083

Kansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 192 23 2,717 723 231,228 58,822
Kentucky . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 261 29 5,108 637 507,473 116,274
Louisiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 275 33 7,155 1,443 618,264 142,285
Maine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 146 14 2,042 319 211,434 40,017
Maryland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 151 17 2,213 399 230,214 44,830

Massachusetts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 66 11 1,629 562 238,670 98,246
Michigan. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 721 79 11,756 2,256 846,455 202,158
Minnesota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 536 53 6,947 1,571 752,098 171,270
Mississippi . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 244 24 6,227 820 446,639 89,602
Missouri . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 560 49 9,685 1,876 1,027,698 167,223

Montana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 145 14 1,817 315 219,465 46,679
Nebraska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 105 13 1,647 349 176,456 33,615
Nevada . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 60 10 687 249 149,750 51,854
New Hampshire . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 52 6 1,037 206 77,932 19,911
New Jersey . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 84 12 1,621 342 160,737 44,444

New Mexico. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 72 11 734 240 109,297 35,712
New York . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 502 52 9,734 1,927 835,147 258,055
North Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 304 34 5,428 1,059 688,691 160,961
North Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 86 8 1,125 207 92,576 18,993
Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 477 53 10,728 2,771 863,874 214,994

Oklahoma . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 232 28 5,556 1,209 463,726 95,364
Oregon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 219 24 2,768 718 336,278 69,062
Pennsylvania. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 933 92 17,401 2,585 1,581,058 276,321
Rhode Island . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 2 184 45 13,766 4,278
South Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 166 23 4,025 1,294 253,796 115,579

South Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 90 8 1,208 233 87,120 15,955
Tennessee . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 284 34 6,318 1,224 481,767 114,181
Texas. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 996 108 13,896 1,937 2,048,671 462,353
Utah . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 154 18 1,884 530 332,629 76,446
Vermont . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 57 6 1,068 157 69,059 15,885

Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 360 47 6,649 1,156 493,125 110,305
Washington . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 187 25 2,385 563 389,792 117,244
West Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 200 21 3,602 578 325,688 116,172
Wisconsin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 652 53 9,998 1,316 1,329,161 272,105
Wyoming . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 52 6 604 149 89,832 29,427
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Table D-3. Approximate Standard Errors of Resident Away-From-Home Participants, Days of
Away-From-Home Participants by State Residents, and Trip-Related Expenditures for
Away-From-Home Activities by State Residents

(Numbers in thousands)

State
Participation Days Expenditures in dollars

Estimate Standard error Estimate Standard error Estimate Standard error

Alabama . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 348 50 7,301 3,047 198,132 61,485
Alaska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 68 13 1,492 520 65,576 27,602
Arizona . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 381 42 4,554 886 301,997 75,465
Arkansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 304 46 4,253 1,372 70,098 25,680
California . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,565 200 46,538 8,681 2,226,634 504,935

Colorado . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 531 67 7,548 1,984 303,943 83,737
Connecticut. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 290 33 4,987 1,043 240,708 61,745
Delaware. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 49 8 811 276 12,490 3,833
Florida . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 988 119 13,180 3,390 455,521 105,349
Georgia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 371 71 4,934 1,761 289,920 122,816

Hawaii . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 55 10 485 124 30,005 10,851
Idaho. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 183 32 2,876 805 87,351 28,403
Illinois. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 756 92 7,366 1,477 431,477 115,300
Indiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 611 72 7,894 1,650 234,756 61,310
Iowa . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 344 51 4,233 867 104,542 33,072

Kansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 234 31 3,427 1,156 91,838 28,745
Kentucky . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 540 68 3,978 835 163,835 45,402
Louisiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 234 42 3,536 1,038 118,317 49,801
Maine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 213 30 3,938 1,066 105,340 28,268
Maryland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 305 43 4,841 1,310 103,265 25,729

Massachusetts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 531 50 8,959 1,720 249,979 56,447
Michigan. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 827 127 10,455 3,288 522,877 153,343
Minnesota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 579 92 9,010 2,413 458,934 162,740
Mississippi . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 145 35 1,391 421 77,767 27,913
Missouri . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 709 86 14,619 3,543 365,259 103,690

Montana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 184 23 1,777 498 57,461 20,990
Nebraska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 151 18 1,201 176 55,793 15,941
Nevada . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 168 26 1,912 479 108,053 42,601
New Hampshire . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 127 16 2,246 561 61,263 14,140
New Jersey . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 513 54 8,408 2,189 195,252 44,467

New Mexico. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 220 24 3,803 844 81,860 20,074
New York . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,178 147 13,927 2,835 887,039 240,941
North Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 402 59 3,544 1,035 324,968 105,504
North Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30 8 278 120 8,290 3,921
Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,174 125 9,232 1,427 365,635 95,003

Oklahoma . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 414 60 7,930 3,634 291,664 81,739
Oregon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 481 66 7,455 3,205 177,364 51,932
Pennsylvania. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,038 127 13,013 2,727 587,806 168,911
Rhode Island . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 96 10 1,207 293 44,400 11,412
South Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 332 46 2,222 471 167,464 44,431

South Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 116 17 709 143 46,769 14,583
Tennessee . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 725 82 14,819 4,776 242,507 73,041
Texas. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,176 206 31,689 12,769 922,669 360,407
Utah . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 255 36 3,063 817 116,401 32,391
Vermont . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 82 11 1,803 504 25,689 6,661

Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 603 81 6,888 1,850 154,992 39,913
Washington . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 686 56 8,918 1,333 314,680 69,667
West Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 129 31 3,205 1,345 83,475 37,348
Wisconsin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 424 73 4,367 1,129 188,626 54,452
Wyoming . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 82 13 894 223 54,472 19,022



76    2006 National Survey of Fishing, Hunting, and Wildlife-Associated Recreation—Ohio U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

Table D-4. Parameters a and b for Calculating Approximate Standard Errors of Sportspersons, Anglers,
Hunters, and Wildlife-Watching Participants

(These parameters are to be used only to calculate estimates of standard errors for characteristics developed from the screening sample)

State
6 years old and older 6- to 15-year-olds only

a b a b

United States . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000015 4,173 –0.000365 14,798

Alabama . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000523 2,173 –0.014402 8,642
Alaska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001157 697 –0.024644 2,566
Arizona . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000399 2,178 –0.008468 7,441
Arkansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001116 2,820 –0.026111 9,698
California . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000126 4,134 –0.003139 16,914

Colorado . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000573 2,435 –0.019382 12,522
Connecticut. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000313 1,005 –0.008787 4,151
Delaware. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000510 396 –0.014882 1,597
Florida . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000266 4,389 –0.006122 13,852
Georgia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000568 4,653 –0.012587 16,121

Hawaii . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000437 517 –0.009528 1,602
Idaho. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001346 1,759 –0.042091 8,654
Illinois. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000296 3,416 –0.007029 12,542
Indiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000488 2,782 –0.012165 10,911
Iowa . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000762 2,062 –0.020347 7,491

Kansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000537 1,329 –0.016690 6,138
Kentucky . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000772 2,935 –0.018308 9,902
Louisiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000775 3,143 –0.017795 11,036
Maine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000924 1,135 –0.030300 4,683
Maryland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000357 1,821 –0.008162 6,298

Massachusetts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000261 1,521 –0.007130 5,692
Michigan. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000685 6,318 –0.018937 26,784
Minnesota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001009 4,733 –0.029835 20,037
Mississippi . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000757 1,982 –0.016992 6,865
Missouri . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000670 3,534 –0.018329 13,847

Montana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001418 1,227 –0.033110 3,719
Nebraska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000567 902 –0.014086 3,277
Nevada . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000515 1,159 –0.011577 4,097
New Hampshire . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000535 650 –0.015945 2,744
New Jersey . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000209 1,655 –0.005070 6,099

New Mexico. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000620 1,097 –0.016872 4,557
New York . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000320 5,582 –0.009275 22,967
North Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000416 3,286 –0.011916 14,068
North Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001096 637 –0.036240 2,677
Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000484 5,045 –0.011219 17,172

Oklahoma . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000744 2,389 –0.020948 9,767
Oregon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000752 2,533 –0.024824 11,839
Pennsylvania. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000544 6,176 –0.014615 22,903
Rhode Island . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000315 308 –0.008710 1,182
South Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000560 2,174 –0.016004 9,034

South Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001061 745 –0.025331 2,568
Tennessee . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000565 3,084 –0.015267 11,667
Texas. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000466 9,557 –0.011141 38,300
Utah . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000700 1,541 –0.018090 7,116
Vermont . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001053 611 –0.032724 2,420

Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000450 3,102 –0.014313 14,311
Washington . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000349 2,031 –0.010251 8,539
West Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001092 1,823 –0.042234 8,929
Wisconsin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000820 4,156 –0.021060 15,086
Wyoming . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001268 592 –0.028116 1,742
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Table D-5. Parameters a and b for Calculating Approximate Standard Errors of Levels for the Detailed
Sportspersons Sample

State
Sportspersons and anglers 16 years old and older Hunters 16 years old and older

a b a b

United States . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000027 6,125 –0.000025 5,756

Alabama . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000936 3,324 –0.000921 3,268
Alaska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.002197 1,096 –0.002013 1,004
Arizona . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000641 2,941 –0.000403 1,849
Arkansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001833 3,951 –0.001705 3,674
California . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000239 6,523 –0.000213 5,801

Colorado . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000960 3,459 –0.000735 2,650
Connecticut. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000545 1,490 –0.000514 1,407
Delaware. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000758 507 –0.000720 482
Florida . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000415 5,911 –0.000347 4,943
Georgia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000965 6,668 –0.000752 5,199

Hawaii . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000763 774 –0.000751 761
Idaho. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.002486 2,738 –0.001888 2,080
Illinois. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000430 4,201 –0.000388 3,789
Indiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000821 3,939 –0.000777 3,729
Iowa . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001383 3,234 –0.001535 3,589

Kansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001097 2,315 –0.001433 3,024
Kentucky . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001222 3,983 –0.001048 3,415
Louisiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001300 4,464 –0.001271 4,365
Maine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001560 1,675 –0.001469 1,578
Maryland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000552 2,392 –0.000456 1,975

Massachusetts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000412 2,072 –0.000383 1,929
Michigan. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001085 8,470 –0.001214 9,474
Minnesota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001694 6,812 –0.001504 6,049
Mississippi . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001355 3,000 –0.001169 2,588
Missouri . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001031 4,662 –0.001067 4,825

Montana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.002523 1,899 –0.002383 1,793
Nebraska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001066 1,449 –0.001236 1,680
Nevada . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000898 1,703 –0.000823 1,561
New Hampshire . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000801 836 –0.000774 808
New Jersey . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000327 2,200 –0.000251 1,690

New Mexico. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001323 1,984 –0.001264 1,895
New York . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000456 6,842 –0.000378 5,671
North Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000713 4,794 –0.000588 3,951
North Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001558 791 –0.001754 890
Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000851 7,569 –0.000697 6,194

Oklahoma . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001278 3,504 –0.001303 3,574
Oregon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001291 3,730 –0.001024 2,957
Pennsylvania. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000867 8,490 –0.001030 10,089
Rhode Island . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000487 410 –0.000425 358
South Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000983 3,259 –0.000981 3,251

South Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001728 1,038 –0.001532 920
Tennessee . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001019 4,790 –0.000929 4,367
Texas. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000859 14,660 –0.000725 12,388
Utah . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001453 2,627 –0.001268 2,292
Vermont . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001514 766 –0.001403 710

Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000885 5,215 –0.001105 6,510
Washington . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000626 3,116 –0.000676 3,368
West Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001844 2,688 –0.001712 2,496
Wisconsin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001281 5,572 –0.001144 4,978
Wyoming . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.003226 1,306 –0.002251 911
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Table D-6. Parameters a, b, and c for Calculating Approximate Standard Errors for Expenditures for the
Detailed Sportspersons Sample

State
Sportspersons and anglers 16 years old and older Hunters 16 years old and older

a b c a b c

United States . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.000118 –150,479 22,234 0.000918 –401,912 17,005

Alabama . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.019700 –12,417 5,855 0.016799 –96,800 6,317
Alaska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.030420 –2,004 1,057 0.031018 –14,867 1,091
Arizona . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.036222 –2,002 2,994 0.069395 –74,101 2,742
Arkansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.024408 –27,794 6,433 0.010107 –101,205 7,942
California . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.018462 –35,800 10,686 0.027550 –58,262 9,255

Colorado . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.008867 676 5,062 0.034102 –27,935 4,373
Connecticut. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.036498 –11,421 2,841 0.096937 –60,991 2,564
Delaware. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.031385 –1,643 734 0.018489 –3,855 719
Florida . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.014951 –23,048 9,553 0.021932 –407,268 10,425
Georgia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.022339 –47,820 8,031 0.051440 –143,590 7,061

Hawaii . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.065152 –5,771 830 0.123487 –5,097 588
Idaho. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.034640 9,981 3,224 0.023728 –69,369 3,841
Illinois. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.017187 6,704 5,219 0.024778 74,958 3,321
Indiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.027022 –16,160 4,558 0.042674 –61,618 4,557
Iowa . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.033205 22,341 2,171 0.045665 –41,343 1,583

Kansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.034206 –23,245 3,454 0.042600 –116,049 4,343
Kentucky . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.051496 –17,125 5,942 0.025277 –89,098 6,822
Louisiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.023308 –66,118 7,237 0.027891 135,631 6,412
Maine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.022050 –7,457 2,175 0.021630 –12,360 2,038
Maryland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.015599 –14,663 3,208 0.018873 –30,982 2,820

Massachusetts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.049013 –25,362 3,792 0.138120 –47,649 2,049
Michigan. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.035078 –148,672 13,535 0.039658 –147,585 12,587
Minnesota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.028185 –92,976 11,279 0.027553 –263,285 12,919
Mississippi . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.026713 –53,218 5,433 0.014058 –97,282 6,390
Missouri . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.011821 –40,950 10,804 –0.005607 –190,726 17,070

Montana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.024760 –9,845 2,520 0.020119 –99,543 3,580
Nebraska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.018618 1,031 1,640 0.022265 –22,187 1,472
Nevada . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.048609 –9,688 1,387 0.102222 –32,513 1,074
New Hampshire . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.025253 –6,176 1,434 0.037780 –26,900 1,448
New Jersey . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.019672 –39,093 4,262 0.029909 –90,209 3,910

New Mexico. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.084483 2,232 1,181 0.096226 20,132 683
New York . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.039569 –84,193 13,133 0.069695 –128,553 12,761
North Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.029775 –35,783 6,154 0.035333 –15,128 5,717
North Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.033611 –586 751 0.032562 6,176 804
Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.031480 –41,813 11,082 0.040646 –140,259 8,710

Oklahoma . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.023920 –27,206 4,719 0.020041 –31,920 5,066
Oregon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.029208 –11,360 5,033 0.019440 –76,401 4,937
Pennsylvania. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.011981 –92,207 15,295 0.014951 –17,951 14,434
Rhode Island . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.033545 –2,922 634 0.053976 –12,463 565
South Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.082716 –96,641 6,922 0.191600 –23,834 2,573

South Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.030933 682 1,071 0.018421 –25,518 1,356
Tennessee . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.027200 67,423 6,450 0.029272 –98,688 7,535
Texas. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.032817 –69,604 20,795 0.027826 –146,956 22,831
Utah . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.033896 –13,369 2,671 0.024396 –195,230 4,439
Vermont . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.022379 –4,177 1,337 0.026395 –21,534 1,476

Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.035897 –28,532 5,705 0.032298 –68,680 6,293
Washington . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.026464 –45,106 5,612 0.081551 81,860 1,611
West Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.086611 –39,384 2,945 0.103915 –184,675 4,610
Wisconsin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.017762 –81,329 10,849 0.029543 –54,069 8,015
Wyoming . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.075474 –5,404 1,197 0.090886 12,235 847
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Table D-7. Parameters a, b, and c for Calculating Approximate Standard Errors for Days or Trips for the
Detailed Sportspersons Sample

State
Sportspersons and anglers 16 years old and older Hunters 16 years old and older

a b c a b c

United States . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.000211 –23,610 23,157 –0.000235 –85,241 22,698

Alabama . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.027360 –4,011 4,995 0.035544 –6,621 5,383
Alaska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.016117 –432 1,681 0.027498 8 1,622
Arizona . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.065842 –511 1,775 0.053516 –8,367 2,773
Arkansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.013952 –12,325 8,675 0.024038 –5,931 6,861
California . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.010707 –16,022 13,917 0.028439 –23,877 12,350

Colorado . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.019267 4,638 3,198 0.017940 128 3,608
Connecticut. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.034363 –781 1,504 0.024306 –1,047 1,829
Delaware. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.061308 –234 527 0.058226 –184 529
Florida . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.010264 –17,862 11,170 0.022310 21,695 5,794
Georgia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.040208 –10,805 6,234 0.044845 16,702 1,853

Hawaii . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.034563 –1,603 1,552 0.212584 –1,169 945
Idaho. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.069064 –15,482 4,996 0.024568 –5,756 3,301
Illinois. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.005932 –8,487 9,365 0.001562 –38,372 13,100
Indiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.006553 –5,775 6,973 0.018011 –6,028 6,053
Iowa . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.026962 –7,704 4,252 0.037766 –10,398 4,032

Kansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.015744 –2,510 4,078 0.046706 –21,946 6,195
Kentucky . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.015099 –6,026 7,313 –0.014871 –7,130 8,307
Louisiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.004012 –4,767 6,568 0.022152 –3,240 5,213
Maine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.030520 –7,661 3,270 0.003096 –10,278 3,842
Maryland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.017639 –6,240 3,697 0.011515 –6,512 3,608

Massachusetts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.027491 –3,619 4,355 0.044116 –8,700 5,301
Michigan. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.011920 –23,905 20,643 0.025076 23,642 7,030
Minnesota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.035500 –7,447 10,504 0.027723 –23,061 14,333
Mississippi . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.015625 –10,362 5,357 –0.000218 –2,695 4,394
Missouri . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.019454 –11,342 12,042 0.010034 –70,146 19,451

Montana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.018290 –1,849 2,202 0.013948 –3,887 2,640
Nebraska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.009103 –2,063 3,655 –0.005553 –28,329 7,091
Nevada . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.043203 –1,733 1,536 0.123560 535 425
New Hampshire . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.019444 –2,643 1,627 0.013722 400 1,313
New Jersey . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.026108 1,903 1,969 0.013215 –1,967 2,735

New Mexico. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.112638 –431 817 0.096905 807 610
New York . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.029022 –22,367 14,881 0.008095 –27,096 17,017
North Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.021276 –6,354 5,499 0.012831 –28,563 9,265
North Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.019007 –3,002 1,621 0.008541 –5,760 2,617
Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.022273 –21,768 15,604 0.044683 –9,949 10,955

Oklahoma . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.006405 –10,237 8,296 0.013165 –12,426 8,445
Oregon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.073495 –1,650 3,786 0.042692 –10,309 6,182
Pennsylvania. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.027085 –24,417 16,685 –0.014656 –134,270 41,466
Rhode Island . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.011732 –506 680 0.021282 –344 525
South Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.014487 –6,537 6,823 0.086503 1,677 2,737

South Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.012863 –1,152 1,751 0.019075 –2,901 1,859
Tennessee . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.005611 –9,561 11,404 –0.011681 –60,797 16,711
Texas. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.014288 –13,795 18,462 –0.003611 –31,876 25,228
Utah . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.041500 –1,853 2,544 0.071790 3,964 792
Vermont . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.016042 –1,485 1,360 –0.006963 –2,952 1,792

Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.008112 –5,920 7,627 0.011922 165 6,590
Washington . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.017168 –6,558 4,800 0.045009 3,663 1,723
West Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.006512 –2,872 4,433 0.001964 –2,897 4,911
Wisconsin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.009197 –14,330 10,587 –0.002285 –35,565 15,098
Wyoming . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.025766 –1,835 1,823 0.034258 –3,738 1,705
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Table D-8. Parameters a and b for Calculating Approximate Standard Errors of Levels of Wildlife-
Watching Participants for the Detailed Wildlife-Watching Sample

State
Away-from-home participants Wildlife-watching participants1

a b a b

United States . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000064 14,628 –0.000058 13,319

Alabama . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.002522 8,955 –0.002252 7,994
Alaska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.005091 2,539 –0.005744 2,864
Arizona . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001212 5,555 –0.001128 5,170
Arkansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.003685 7,943 –0.003787 8,163
California . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000633 17,272 –0.000632 17,247

Colorado . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.002818 10,157 –0.002773 9,995
Connecticut. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001942 5,313 –0.001578 4,317
Delaware. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.002431 1,625 –0.002061 1,378
Florida . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001067 15,191 –0.001082 15,396
Georgia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.002273 15,705 –0.002082 14,383

Hawaii . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.002169 2,200 –0.002077 2,106
Idaho. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.005872 6,469 –0.006027 6,640
Illinois. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001350 13,189 –0.001237 12,083
Indiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.002090 10,031 –0.002026 9,722
Iowa . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.003442 8,051 –0.003725 8,712

Kansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.002087 4,403 –0.002245 4,737
Kentucky . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.003921 12,780 –0.003130 10,201
Louisiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.002878 9,878 –0.002325 7,980
Maine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.005383 5,779 –0.005003 5,372
Maryland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001401 6,072 –0.001512 6,552

Massachusetts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001153 5,803 –0.001045 5,260
Michigan. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.003188 24,879 –0.002805 21,892
Minnesota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.004869 19,579 –0.004257 17,116
Mississippi . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.004033 8,929 –0.004149 9,184
Missouri . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.003241 14,653 –0.002731 12,349

Montana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.006536 4,919 –0.005006 3,768
Nebraska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001913 2,600 –0.001770 2,406
Nevada . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.003763 7,131 –0.002387 4,524
New Hampshire . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.002265 2,364 –0.002070 2,160
New Jersey . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.000942 6,346 –0.000899 6,057

New Mexico. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.002139 3,207 –0.002023 3,034
New York . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001498 22,454 –0.001320 19,791
North Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001307 8,785 –0.001368 9,194
North Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.004745 2,408 –0.004900 2,486
Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001834 16,302 –0.001729 15,365

Oklahoma . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.004720 12,946 –0.003724 10,214
Oregon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.004482 12,948 –0.003771 10,895
Pennsylvania. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001862 18,235 –0.001779 17,426
Rhode Island . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001588 1,338 –0.001451 1,222
South Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.002527 8,378 –0.002147 7,118

South Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.005879 3,532 –0.005273 3,168
Tennessee . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.002040 9,583 –0.002340 10,996
Texas. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.002981 50,906 –0.002276 38,865
Utah . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.002948 5,329 –0.003322 6,007
Vermont . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.003834 1,940 –0.003687 1,866

Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.002142 12,625 –0.002049 12,078
Washington . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.001012 5,037 –0.001076 5,361
West Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.005125 7,470 –0.005457 7,954
Wisconsin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.002461 10,707 –0.003232 14,058
Wyoming . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . –0.006998 2,833 –0.006562 2,657

1 Use these parameters for total wildlife-watching participants and around-the-home participants.
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Table D-9. Parameters a, b, and c for Calculating Approximate Standard Errors for Expenditures and
Days or Trips for Wildlife-Watching Participants

State
Expenditures Days or trips

a b c a b c

United States . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.000184 –1,140,662 67,137 0.000574 1,457,630 –8,497

Alabama . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.045588 –11,994 16,603 0.188740 –119,343 614
Alaska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.120206 –27,366 3,041 –0.124071 –135,739 22,893
Arizona . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.030207 –53,304 10,729 –0.012992 48,146 15,350
Arkansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.099812 14,720 8,751 –0.017705 122,002 28,315
California . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.033850 –512,106 41,075 –0.045068 409,984 182,262

Colorado . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.027999 –274,128 22,499 –0.048837 –38,813 65,367
Connecticut. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.021634 –65,691 10,399 –0.024457 –95,765 25,345
Delaware. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.065106 –1,447 1,138 –0.008505 9,777 5,498
Florida . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.023886 346,119 21,198 0.008852 367,813 29,038
Georgia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.074762 –1,010,585 34,617 –0.043108 –269,579 83,544

Hawaii . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.083826 –21,578 2,574 –0.072050 –22,450 10,110
Idaho. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.062974 –42,113 7,740 –0.034736 –28,632 22,517
Illinois. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.036256 –247,805 22,614 –0.015710 –127,759 55,397
Indiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.036663 –31,127 16,250 –0.011371 –60,979 38,357
Iowa . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.079272 54,459 5,841 –0.010582 –64,612 23,312

Kansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.065343 2,002 6,423 –0.009647 290,376 9,046
Kentucky . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.054215 7,733 10,118 –0.027046 –203,563 66,052
Louisiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.122208 –20,968 9,262 –0.027645 11,297 25,905
Maine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.023874 –51,089 9,384 –0.124695 –361,658 61,734
Maryland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.014472 –4,594 10,674 0.003905 125,364 13,230

Massachusetts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.028723 –178,823 9,836 –0.028071 –151,233 43,446
Michigan. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.034044 –350,268 38,895 –0.189982 –1,478,372 355,858
Minnesota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.074185 –156,337 26,053 –0.037135 –287,075 81,476
Mississippi . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.069734 –5,671 8,343 0.007734 –4,828 12,669
Missouri . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.050350 –370,879 19,939 –0.072363 –297,324 107,372

Montana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.096467 –101,441 7,127 0.021739 75,970 2,590
Nebraska. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.057553 –29,126 3,150 –0.037603 –53,492 15,634
Nevada . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.114708 –32,736 5,704 0.007035 8,360 8,647
New Hampshire . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.014724 –17,918 4,039 –0.004938 74,043 4,376
New Jersey . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.022949 –169,333 13,969 –0.040442 238,149 40,992

New Mexico. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.036652 16,768 4,306 –0.023441 72,449 11,803
New York . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.042036 –450,788 32,575 –0.019285 –366,511 102,534
North Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.061423 –16,794 13,694 –0.012815 19,657 37,216
North Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.155007 –2,199 1,794 0.150664 6,024 376
Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.035458 –205,570 28,049 –0.018753 –103,758 63,267

Oklahoma . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.036357 –21,977 15,171 –0.000564 1,344,926 16,961
Oregon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.062814 –65,011 9,965 –0.004734 831,881 37,513
Pennsylvania. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.054585 –176,791 24,331 –0.024636 –296,844 94,825
Rhode Island . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.037242 –31 2,537 –0.019391 234 7,490
South Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.017341 –52,304 14,141 –0.021836 –45,588 28,960

South Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.058011 –16,346 3,878 –0.063876 –12,873 14,245
Tennessee . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.058962 –19,581 19,197 –0.067979 539,487 98,190
Texas. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.107126 268,978 41,639 –0.115263 –2,660,430 425,213
Utah . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.056246 –5,750 4,842 –0.002938 –77,345 25,347
Vermont . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.005556 –22,018 4,065 –0.014449 33,588 6,073

Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.043764 –51,970 12,817 –0.046070 –227,508 91,189
Washington . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.030615 –16,210 11,199 –0.000250 36,174 12,719
West Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.118586 –4,653 8,819 –0.073404 38,459 30,640
Wisconsin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.009997 –400,732 26,411 –0.015178 –125,383 46,927
Wyoming . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.083907 –31,350 3,012 –0.062286 –29,913 12,976
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FOREWORD 

The U.S. electric power sector is changing and modernizing in response to societal and 
market forces. Power companies face a business imperative to meet increasing pressures 
for cleaner, more efficient energy that will safeguard public health and protect the world’s 
climate. 

These forces are already transforming the industry. Significant capital investment has 
been flowing in recent years to cleaner technologies such as renewable energy, energy 
efficiency and natural gas-fired generation. Investment to clean up and modernize the 
nation’s existing fossil fuel generation fleet has already begun to contribute to a cleaner 
energy future.

New air pollution rules expected this year from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
will further accelerate these trends. And – as this new Ceres report shows - they will have 
a major added benefit: significant job creation.

Meeting new standards that limit sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides, mercury and other pol-
lutants will create, in the report’s own words, “a wide array of skilled construction and 
professional jobs” – from the electricians, plumbers, laborers and engineers who will 
build and retrofit power plants all across the eastern U.S., to operation and maintenance 
(O&M) employees who will keep the modernized facilities running.

The report finds that investments driven by the EPA’s two new air quality rules will create 
nearly 1.5 million jobs, or nearly 300,000 jobs a year on average over the next five years 
– and at a critical moment for a struggling economy. The end product will be an up-
graded, cleaner American industry, along with good paying jobs and better health for the 
nation’s most vulnerable citizens.

For this report, researchers at the University of Massachusetts’ Political Economy Re-
search Institute carefully gauged the job impacts of pending and proposed EPA rules, 
using independent models and conservative assumptions. Its findings are especially good 
news for the many states, such as Ohio, Michigan, Pennsylvania, Virginia and Missouri, 
that are most dependent on traditional fossil fuel energy and most worried about tradi-
tional industrial jobs losses.

America’s status as one of history’s great economic powerhouses has long depended on 
our willingness and ability to reinvest and innovate when changing times tell us it’s time 
to retool. We’ve seen throughout our history that clean technology investments – whether 
to clean our rivers, improve our air quality or compete in the emerging low-carbon global 
economy – have long-term benefits that far outweigh the upfront costs. 

Since 1970, investments to comply with the Clean Air Act have provided $4 to $8 in 
economic benefits for every $1 spent on compliance, according to the nonpartisan Office 
of Management and Budget. Since the passage of the Clean Air Act Amendments in 
1990, U.S. average electricity rates (real) have remained flat even as electric utilities have 
invested hundreds of billions of dollars to cut their air pollution emissions. During the 
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same period, America’s overall GDP increased by 60 percent in inflation-adjusted terms. 
The bottom line: clean air is a worthwhile investment.

Significant change is often unsettling, never without short-term costs and some dislo-
cation. But failing to change, especially now, offers much grimmer prospects. We are 
entering – in fact have already entered – a great global industrial and economic realign-
ment toward clean energy. The greatest benefits, for both today’s families and future 
generations, will flow to those who anticipate these changes, and take proactive steps to 
respond. 

For our electric power sector and the workers tied to it, this report outlines why this path 
makes sense.

Mindy S. Lubber 
President of Ceres
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Clean air safeguards have benefitted the United States tremendously. Enacted in 
1970, and amended in 1990, the Clean Air Act (“CAA”) has delivered cleaner air, 
better public health, new jobs and an impressive return on investment—providing $4 
to $8 in benefits for every $1 spent on compliance.1

History has proven that clean air and strong economic growth are mutually reinforc-
ing. Since 1990, the CAA has reduced emissions of the most common air pollutants 
41 percent while Gross Domestic Product increased 64 percent.2 Clean air regulations 
have also spurred important technological innovations, such as catalytic converters, 
that helped make the United States a world leader in exporting environmental control 
technologies.

This study, prepared by the University of Massachusetts’ Political Economy Research 
Institute (PERI), demonstrates how new air pollution rules proposed for the electric 
power sector by the Environmental Protection Agency (“EPA”) will provide long-term 
economic benefits across much of the United States in the form of highly skilled, well 
paying jobs through infrastructure investment in the nation’s generation fleet. Signifi-
cantly, many of these jobs will be created over the next five years as the United States 
recovers from its severe economic downturn.

Focusing on 36 states3 in the eastern half of the United States, this report evaluates 
the employment impacts of the electric sector’s transformation to a cleaner, mod-
ern fleet through investment in pollution controls and new generation capacity and 
through retirement of older, less efficient generating facilities. In particular, we assess 
the impacts from two CAA regulations expected to be issued in 2011: the Clean Air 
Transport Rule (“Transport Rule”) governing sulfur dioxide (SO2) and nitrogen oxide 
(NOx) emissions from targeted states in the eastern half of the U.S.; and the National 
Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants for Utility Boilers (“Utility MACT”) 
rule which will, for the first time, set federal limits for hazardous air pollutants such as 
mercury, lead, dioxin, and arsenic. Although our analysis considers only employment-
related impacts under the new air regulations, the reality is these new standards will 
yield numerous other concrete economic benefits, including better public health from 
cleaner air, increased competitiveness from developing innovative technologies and 
mitigation of climate change. Moreover, increased employment during this critical five 
year period will also benefit severely stressed state budgets through increased payroll 
taxes and reduced unemployment benefit costs.

1.  Office of Management and Budget (OMB). Informing Regulatory Decisions: 2003 Report to Congress on 
the Costs and Benefits of Federal Regulations and Unfunded Mandates on State, Local, and Tribal Entities. 
Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs, Office of Management and Budget, Washington DC. 2003.

2.  U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Our Nation’s Air - Status and Trends through 2008, February 2010.

3.  As depicted on the map in Figure 2, the Eastern Interconnection also includes the District of Columbia and 
small portions of Wyoming, Montana, New Mexico, and Texas.  A small portion of South Dakota is within the 
Western Interconnection.
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To estimate the job impacts, this study used a forecast of future pollution control 
installations, construction of new generation capacity, and coal plant retirements 
from a December 2010 study prepared by two researchers at Charles River Associates 
(“CRA”).4 Applying stringent EPA compliance requirements, including an assumption 
that the Utility MACT rule will require pollution controls on all coal-fired power plants 
by 2015, that study projected that between 2010 and 2015 the power sector will 
invest almost $200 billion on capital improvements, including almost $94 billion on 
pollution controls and over $100 billion on about 68,000 megawatts of new genera-
tion capacity. Constructing such new capacity and installing pollution controls will 
create a wide array of skilled, high-paying jobs, including engineers, project managers, 
electricians, boilermakers, pipefitters, millwrights and iron workers.

Key findings:
 As detailed in Table ES.1 below, between 2010 and 2015, these capital investments 
in pollution controls and new generation will create an estimated 1.46 million jobs or 
about 291,577 year-round jobs on average for each of those five years.

Table ES.1. Aggregate Employment Estimates from Capital Improvements: 
Construction, Installation, and Professional Jobs (between 2010 and 2015)

DIRECT DIRECT + INDIRECT

Pollution controls 325,305 683,734

New generation capacity 312,617 774,151

TOTAL 637,922 1,457,885

Note: All values reported in “job-years”. One job-year equals one year of full-time 
employment.

 As described in Table ES.2, transforming to a cleaner, modern fleet through 
retirement of older, less efficient plants, installation of pollution controls and 
construction of new capacity will result in a net gain of over 4,254 operation and 
maintenance (O&M) jobs across the Eastern Interconnection. Distribution of these 
O&M jobs will vary from state-to-state, depending on where coal plants are retired 
(O&M job reduction) and where new generation capacity is installed (O&M job 
gains).

4.  “A Reliability Assessment of EPA’s Proposed Transport Rule and Forthcoming Utility MACT”, Shavel and 
Gibbs, CRA, December 16, 2010.
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Table ES.2. Employment Estimates of Net O&M Jobs Associated with Capital 
Improvements and Retirement of Coal Generation

DIRECT DIRECT + INDIRECT

Pollution controls 7,170 14,077

New generation capacity 4,106 8,061

Retirement of coal generation (9,109) (17,884)

NET TOTAL 2,167 4,254

 Over the five years, investments in pollution controls and new generation capacity 
will create significant numbers of new jobs in each of the states within the Eastern 
Interconnection, more than offsetting any job reductions from projected coal plant 
closures.

– The largest estimated job gains are in Illinois, (122,695), Virginia, (123,014), 
Tennessee, (113,138), North Carolina (76,966) and Ohio (76,240).5 

– In states with net O&M job reductions, projected gains in capital improvement 
jobs will provide enough work to fully offset the O&M job reductions.

– The construction of pollution controls will create a significant, near-term increase 
in new jobs. O&M job reductions are likely to occur later in the period.

5.  All values reported in “job-years”. One job-year equals one year of full-time employment.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The CAA and its 1990 amendments have significantly reduced power sector air pol-
lution. In 2011, EPA plans to implement regulations that will further reduce targeted 
emissions. Last July, the EPA proposed the Transport Rule to introduce new standards 
governing SO2 and NOx emissions from 31 states and the District of Columbia, emis-
sions that hinder the ability of downwind states to comply with national ambient air 
quality standards. In addition, EPA is required under court order to issue final Utility 
MACT regulations to limit electric generators’ hazardous air pollutant emissions, in-
cluding, for example, mercury, arsenic, chromium, nickel, lead, and hydrochloric acid.

Focusing on the Eastern and Midwestern regions of the U.S., this study evaluates the 
employment impacts between 2010 and 2015 of these proposed and planned chang-
es to EPA air regulations resulting from the power sector’s investment in pollution 
controls and new generation, and from retirement of existing coal generation. For the 
purposes of this analysis, the study assumes stringent compliance requirements, in-
cluding an assumption that the Utility MACT rule will require scrubbers and advanced 
particulate controls on all coal units by 2015.6

6.  According to a study by Dr. Ira Shavel and Mr. Barclay Gibbs of Charles River Associates, “[o]thers...believe 
that MACT compliance may allow lower cost and relatively inexpensive dry scrubbing options using sorbents 
to capture acid gases and metals (e.g., trona with activated carbon injection).”  A Reliability Assessment of 
EPA’s Proposed Transport Rule and Forthcoming Utility MACT, Shavel and Gibbs, CRA, December 16, 2010, 
at p. 9.

Merrimack Station
The Merrimack Station, New 
Hampshire’s largest coal-fired 
power plant, constructed a 
scrubber to control SO2 and 
mercury emissions. According to 
PSNH, the owner of the facility, the 
project provided more than 300 
construction jobs for the three-year 
construction period.

Source: PSNH
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The modeling projections focus on the years between 2010 and 2015, as that is the 
period during which companies will prepare to comply with the Utility MACT and 
Transport rules. For purposes of this analysis, we therefore assume the expenditures 
are spread over these years, and limit the employment effects from these capital 
investments to that period.

As detailed further in Appendix B, to estimate the employment impacts associated 
with the projected capital spending and coal plant retirements in the 36 states ana-
lyzed, we use the IMPLAN 3.0 input-output model, which is based on data from the 
U.S. Commerce Department’s Bureau of Economic Analysis that has been finely disag-
gregated by sector and state.7 Capital investments in pollution controls and new gen-
eration capacity and coal plant retirements8 affect employment not only in the power 
generation sector, but also in sectors linked to electric generation, such as engineer-
ing services, coal, natural gas, metal fabrication, construction and business services. 
Based on the relationships between different economic sectors in the production of 
goods and services, the input-output model estimates the effects on employment re-
sulting from an increase in spending on the products and services of a given industry. 
For example, the model estimates the number of jobs directly created in the design, 
engineering, and construction industries for each $1 million spent on pollution control 
retrofits and the construction of new generation capacity. As we explain below, the 

7.  The data used to construct the IMPLAN 3.0 model is based on 2008 figures – the most up-to-date picture of 
the sectoral relationships in the U.S. economy currently available. 

8.  Notably, not all the capital investments or coal plant retirements result directly from the new EPA air 
regulations, as reduced electricity demand, lower sustained fuel prices resulting from recent discoveries of 
abundant, domestic natural gas supplies, and state renewable energy programs also influence investment 
and retirement decisions.

Deer Creek Station
Basin Electric began construction 
on the Deer Creek power plant, a 
300-megawatt natural gas combined-
cycle generation facility in South 
Dakota, in July 2010. The project 
will require about 350 workers at 
the peak of construction and 70 
gas pipeline construction workers.  
The power plant is scheduled for 
commercial operation in June 2012 
and will have about 30 full-time 
employees.

Source: Basin Electric
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Mercer Station Pollution Control 
Retrofits
The Mercer station and Hudson 
station coal plants in New Jersey 
recently completed the installation of 
air pollution control systems.  More 
than 1,600 construction workers were 
on the Mercer and Hudson facility job 
sites at the peak of construction.

Source: PSEG Corporation

model can also estimate the jobs indirectly created in other industries through that 
same $1 million in spending—for example, in industries such as steel components 
and hardware manufacturing.

As described in Figure 1 below, our employment estimates include both direct and 
indirect job creation. First, it examines employment directly generated by capital 
investments in pollution controls and new generation capacity. Here the focus is on a 
wide array of skilled jobs associated with designing, procuring and installing pollution 
controls, and building new generation, including engineers, project managers, electri-
cians, boilermakers, pipefitters, millwrights, iron-workers and security personnel.9 As 

9.  For a more detailed discussion of occupational and skills requirements, see the National Commission on 
Energy Policy report, Task Force on America’s Future Energy Jobs, available at www.bipartisanpolicy .org/
sites/default/files/NCEP%20Task%20Force%20on%20America’s%20Future%20Energy%20Jobs%20-%20
Final%20Report.pdf.
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these jobs are directly linked to these investment expenditures, they are created and 
maintained throughout the five year investment period. The direct effect represents 
jobs created by spending in the respective sector. For example, building new capac-
ity involves expenditures to construct and install that capacity, including payments to 
new employees. Firms that install the new capacity will also have to purchase goods 
and services from other sectors, which in turn will create jobs in those other sectors: 
this “second round” of employment creation constitutes the indirect job effect.

Figure 1. Scope of Employment Analysis

Employment Effects Evaluated

Design and construction 
jobs associated with 
the addition of pollution 
control systems and 
new electric generating 
facilities.

Jobs associated with 
the operation and 
maintenance of new 
pollution control 
systems and new 
electric generating 
facilities.

Operation and 
maintenance jobs lost 
as a result of retiring 
existing electric 
generating units.

DIRECT JOBS
INDIRECT JOBS

Jobs associated with the production of goods 
and services used in the construction and 
maintenance of pollution control systems and 
new electric generating facilities, including 
electrical components, steel, and other inputs.

Indirect job reductions as a result 
of retiring existing coal plants, 
including coal transportation and 
parts manufacturing to maintain the 
facilities.

=

=

Note: The income associated with both direct and indirect employment will stimulate spending on goods and services that will 
result in additional job creation. These induced effects are not explicitly considered in this analysis. 

We do not explicitly consider a third source of job creation: “induced” jobs. Induced 
jobs are those created when individuals spend the money they earn from the direct 
and indirect employment. The size of the induced effects varies for a number of rea-
sons, but will correlate with the number of direct and indirect jobs.10 As this study cal-
culates only the direct and indirect job impacts and excludes induced jobs, it provides 
a conservative estimate of the total employment impact.

10.  Induced employment refers to the jobs generated when individuals in the direct and indirect jobs spend 
their income on goods and services. The size of the induced effects vary depending on the state of the 
economy. For example, if already employed individuals move from one job to another, the induced effects 
will be smaller (and could even be zero if there is no change in income). But if unemployed individuals 
move into the newly created jobs, as would be more likely given our current high unemployment rate, 
induced effects would likely be large. 
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Merrimack Station
The scrubber retrofit at PSNH’s 
Merrimack Station includes a 
concrete stack that stands at more 
than 445 feet. Concrete for the 
stack was delivered around-the-
clock by the Redimix Company 
based in New Hampshire. By 
mid-July, when the shell of the stack 
was completed, a rotating shift of 
six Redimix drivers had delivered 
an estimated 1,060 cubic yards of 
concrete.

Source: PSNH

The study also calculates estimated net changes in O&M jobs which, unlike construc-
tion and installation and related professional jobs, exist as long as the plants con-
tinue to generate electricity or the pollution control systems continue to operate. We 
project that although retiring older, less efficient capacity will lead to some O&M job 
reduction, installing pollution controls and building new generation will lead to a net 
increase in O&M jobs.

Estimating the employment impacts under EPA’s air pollution regulations requires 
forecasts of future pollution control installations, new power plant construction and 
coal plant retirements. The forecasts used in this report are based on a detailed CRA 
modeling assessment entitled, “A Reliability Assessment of EPA’s Proposed Transport 
Rule and Forthcoming Utility MACT,” published in December 2010 by Dr. Ira Shavel 
and Mr. Barclay Gibbs of Charles River Associates (the “CRA Study”).11 The CRA Study 
used CRA’s North American Electricity and Environment Model (NEEM) to estimate 
coal unit retirements, new capacity additions, and pollution control retrofits, taking into 
account the operating characteristics of existing capacity and the capital and operat-
ing costs of potential new capacity. As highlighted in Table 1 below, the CRA Study’s 
predicted coal plant retirements are consistent with other similar assessments.

The CRA Study limited its analysis to the Eastern Interconnection where most of the 
nation’s coal-fired generating capacity is located and where most of the capital invest-
ment associated with EPA’s air pollution regulations is expected to occur. The Eastern 
Interconnection, one of four major power grids in the U.S. and Canada, comprises 
about 36 states (in part or whole) and the District of Columbia as shown in the map in 
Figure 2 below, accounts for much of the transmission system east of the Continental 
Divide12 and contains approximately 73 percent of U.S. electricity generation. More-
over, as the Transport Rule only applies to states in the Eastern U.S., the estimated 
power sector changes projected below are concentrated in that part of the country.

11.  Available at http://www.crai.com/Publications/listingdetails.aspx?id=13473

12.  One notable exception is Texas, the majority of which is linked into a separate interconnected system.
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Table 1. Recent Projections of Coal Plant Retirements  
and Power Industry Investment

Title
Author, Date

Projected 
Retirements Notes

A Reliability Assessment 
of EPA’s Proposed 
Transport Rule and 
Forthcoming Utility MACT

Shavel and Gibbs, 
Charles River 
Associates, 
December 2010

35 GW of coal 
plant retirements 
by 2015 (Eastern 
Interconnection)

Models utility MACT 
and Transport Rule

Potential Coal Plant 
Retirements Under 
Emerging Environmental 
Regulations

The Brattle 
Group, December 
2010

28-39 GW of coal 
retirements by 
2020 (Eastern 
Interconnection)

Models utility MACT 
and Transport Rule 
(scrubbers and SCR 
mandate)

Integrated Energy Outlook ICF Consulting, 
January 2011

60 GW of coal plant 
retirements by 2018 
(nationwide figure)

Models utility MACT, 
Transport Rule, coal 
ash, and cooling water 
regulations

The CRA Study assumed stringent requirements to comply with the forthcoming Util-
ity MACT regulations and proposed Transport Rule, including an assumption that by 
2015 the Utility MACT rule will require scrubbers, activated carbon injection, and 
advanced particulate controls on all coal units. Furthermore, the CRA Study provided 
plant-level estimates of pollution control retrofits and retirements which could then be 
evaluated under the IMPLAN model.

Figure 2. The Eastern Interconnection and Other  
North American Electric System Interconnections
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II. EASTERN INTERCONNECTION EMPLOYMENT 
IMPACTS UNDER PLANNED EPA RULES

This report calculates estimated employment effects in the Eastern Interconnection in 
two broad categories: (1) construction, installation and professional jobs from capi-
tal investment in pollution controls and new generation capacity; and (2) net O&M 
jobs directly and indirectly associated with those capital improvements and O&M job 
reductions from retiring older, less efficient coal capacity.

Capital Improvements Spending on Pollution Controls and 
New Generation Capacity 
The CRA Study projects that between 2010 and 2015 the electricity power sector 
will spend an estimated $196 billion on capital improvements under EPA’s new utility 
MACT and Transport rules: $93.6 billion on pollution controls and $102.4 billion on 
about 68,000 megawatts of new generation capacity. Expenditures on pollution con-
trols are assumed to include four technologies: (1) activated carbon injection (“ACI”) 
to control mercury emissions; (2) activated carbon injection with fabric filters (“ACI+”) 
to control mercury and other hazardous air pollutant emissions; (3) flue gas desulfur-
ization (“FGD”) or “scrubbers” to control SO2 and hazardous air pollutant emissions; 
and (4) selective catalytic reduction (“SCR”) to control NOx emissions.

Jeffrey Energy Center
The Jeffrey Energy Center, the 
largest coal-fired power plant in 
Kansas, upgraded the scrubbers at 
the facility to achieve greater than 
95 percent SO2 control. The project 
started in 2007 and was completed 
in 2009. The project required over 
1,300 tons of structural steel 
and more than 850 construction 
workers were on-site at the peak of 
construction. 

Source: Westar
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Using the widely endorsed and proven IMPLAN 3.0 input-output model, we estimate 
the direct and indirect employment effects of substantial pollution control expen-
ditures and resulting job impacts. In addition to investments in pollution controls, 
we also estimate the employment impacts of investment in new generation capacity 
involving nine different technologies: (1) advanced coal technologies; (2) integrated 
gasification combined cycle, (“IGCC”) (coal); (3) combined cycle (natural gas); (4) 
combustion turbine (natural gas); (5) nuclear; (6) municipal waste/landfill gas; (7) 
biomass; (8) solar (photovoltaic); and (9) wind.

As with pollution controls, the design and construction of new generation capacity 
requires substantial expenditures for a variety of goods and services.  Our employment 
estimates consider how these expenditures vary by technology.  For example, landfill 
gas capacity involves expenditures on turbines, air and gas compressors, pipes and 
pipefitting, iron and steel milling, environmental control machinery, and construction 
services.

The capital investments will generate direct and indirect jobs in a range of sectors 
involving skilled and professional occupations. Direct jobs would include, for example, 
new non-residential construction, metal fabrication, and engineering. Indirect jobs 
would include steel manufacturing, catalyst system manufacturing, control system 
manufacturing, and transportation services.

Table 2 presents estimates of the aggregate jobs created over five years through 
investments on capital improvements and new capacity. Between 2010 and 2015, 
the almost $94 billion of investment in pollution controls would generate an esti-
mated 325,305 direct jobs and an estimated 683,734 direct and indirect jobs. The 
$102.4 billion of investment in new generation would create a total of 312,617 direct 
jobs and 774,151 direct and indirect jobs. Taken together, projected investments 
in capital improvements under the new EPA regulations would create an estimated 
1,457,885 jobs over the next five years, or over 290,000 full-time jobs on average per 
year over the five year period.

Table 2. Aggregate Employment Estimates from Capital Improvements: 
Construction, Installation, and Professional Jobs (between 2010 and 2015)

DIRECT DIRECT + INDIRECT

Pollution controls 325,305 683,734

New generation capacity 312,617 774,151

TOTAL 637,922 1,457,885

Note: All values reported as “job-years”. One job-year equals one year full-time employment.

To reflect the reality that construction, installation and professional jobs will be real-
ized over the period during which the investments occur, the 1,457,885 figure rep-
resents total jobs created over the five year period, with each job-year representing a 
single job that lasts one year.13 If all the expenditures were to happen in a single year, 

13.  The characteristics of the jobs – in terms of benefits, hours of work, and wages – would reflect the current 
composition of jobs in the industries impacted by the construction and installation expenditures. 
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1,457,885 jobs would be created that year. However, a more realistic assumption 
would be that the pollution control and new generation expenditures would be spread 
out over time. For purposes of illustration, assuming that 10 percent of the expen-
ditures will occur in the first year, 15 percent in the second year, and 25 percent in 
each of the three subsequent years, the job creation in three peak years would be 25 
percent of 1,457,885, or 364,471 jobs per year.

O&M Jobs 
In addition to jobs associated with the design, construction and installation of pollu-
tion controls and new generation, the model also projects more permanent O&M jobs. 
Pollution controls, for example, need workers to maintain systems and handle waste. 
Similarly, power plants require workers to operate and maintain their equipment. 
We estimate the O&M jobs associated with these capital investments above by first 
estimating the O&M costs associated with the capital investment and then use the 
input-output framework to estimate the employment impacts.

In the case of older, less efficient existing capacity, much of which is already challenged 
by sustained low natural gas prices and reduced demand, companies may choose to 
retire existing capacity rather than installing pollution control systems, causing some 
O&M job reductions.14 The CRA Study projects 35 gigawatts of coal plant retirements 
by 2015 in the Eastern Interconnection. To estimate the direct employment impact of 
predicted retirements, we did not use the input-output framework, but instead used 
detailed finance and operation data which the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
(“FERC”) requires utilities to submit annually. Current employment levels from the 
FERC forms were matched to retired plants whenever possible. For retired plants with no 
matched employment data, we used state averages of employment per MW derived from 
plants in the same state with such employment data. We did, however, apply the input-
output model to estimate indirect job losses from capacity retirements.

Table 3 shows the net Eastern Interconnection O&M employment impacts. Pollution 
control investments would create 7,170 O&M direct jobs and the new capacity invest-
ments would create 4,106 direct O&M jobs, offset by a reduction of 9,109 direct 
O&M jobs through capacity retirements, for a net gain of 2,167 direct O&M jobs. 
Combining both direct and indirect jobs results in a net gain of 4,254 jobs for the 
states analyzed.

14.  Some retirements may also generate short-lived gains in employment through necessary expenditures to 
shut down a facility (e.g. demolition, waste removal, etc). Also, companies may redeploy workers to other 
plants or offer early retirement opportunities. We do not, however, consider these possibilities.
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Table 3. Estimates of Net O&M Jobs Associated with  
Capital Improvements and Retirement of Capacity

DIRECT DIRECT + INDIRECT

Pollution controls 7,170 14,077

New generation capacity 4,106 8,061

Retirement of existing capacity (9,109) (17,884)

NET TOTAL 2,167 4,254

Figure 2 summarizes Eastern Interconnection direct and indirect employment ef-
fects in the three main categories of job creation and reductions: (1) construction, 
installation and professional jobs created through new capital investment, (2) O&M 
jobs created through new capital investment, and (3) job reductions due to capacity 
retirements. Again, we assume that 10 percent of the adjustments under the new EPA 
standards will occur in the first year, 15 percent in the second year, and 25 percent in 
each of the three subsequent years. Clearly, construction, installation and professional 
jobs dominate the picture. However, more O&M jobs are created as power companies 
adapt to the new standards.

Figure 3. Estimates of Direct and Indirect Employment Effects  
Over Time (between 2010 and 2015)
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III. STATE-LEVEL ANALYSIS OF EMPLOYMENT 
IMPACTS

Using job impact estimates from projected pollution controls and new generation 
investments and capacity retirements, we also calculated state-level impacts for the 
states in the Eastern Interconnection.

State-level Spending on Pollution Controls and New 
Generation
Table A1 in the appendix summarizes state-level capital improvements in terms of: (1) 
total spending on pollution controls; (2) total increase in energy capacity expressed as 
megawatts; and (3) capital expenditures needed to increase capacity by the relevant 
number of megawatts.

To estimate state-specific employment impacts, we used the same methodology as 
with the Eastern Interconnection analysis except that we relied on individual state 
input-output models. Figure 4 below shows estimated direct and indirect jobs created 
through both the pollution control and new generation investments detailed in Table 
A1. (Table A2 in the appendix summarizes the data used in Figure 4.) Not surprisingly, 
the number of jobs created tracks closely with the estimated spending. For example, Il-
linois, which has the highest projected spending on pollution controls over the five year 
investment period, has the greatest number of related jobs: 65,600 direct and indirect 
jobs. Similarly, Virginia with the highest projected investment in new capacity, experi-
ences the largest number of related jobs: 103,365 direct and indirect jobs. 

State-level Estimates of O&M Jobs from Capital 
Improvements
Table A3 in the appendix presents state-level estimates of the O&M jobs associated 
with the capital investments detailed in Table A1. Permanent O&M jobs increase with 
the amount of the capital investments and vary with the composition of technologies 
utilized. Although states with zero spending gain no O&M jobs, most states gain sub-
stantial numbers of such jobs. For example, Ohio gains over 1,100 O&M jobs (direct 
and indirect) from pollution control investments, and Virginia gains over 920 O&M 
jobs (direct and indirect) from new capacity investments.
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Figure 4. Estimated Construction, Installation, and Other Professional  
Jobs Gains from Investment in Capital Improvements
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Capital Improvements Retirements

  Construction, Installation, & Professional 
Job Gains over 5 years (in job years)

O&M Job  
Gains

O&M Job 
Reductions

AL 38,755 764 (1,184)

AR 56,110 690 0

CT 3,858 41 0

DE 6,542 114 (219)

FL 43,106 699 (970)

GA 36,465 584 (1,700)

IA 19,899 386 (475)

IL 122,695 1,429 (549)

IN 95,193 1,413 (563)

KS 17,812 342 (179)

KY 31,477 875 (982)

LA 15,842 297 (145)

MA 9,545 66 (157)

MD 16,922 226 (180)

ME 1,279 19 0

MI 62,346 987 (1,124)

MN 20,141 309 (542)

MO 60,512 1,727 (271)

MS 19,803 360 (183)

NC 76,966 973 (1,014)

ND 8,207 193 (58)

NE 24,331 208 (217)

NH 2,420 40 (155)

NJ 24,255 316 (123)

NY 30,496 303 (187)

OH 76,240 1,365 (1,772)

OK 42,651 623 0

PA 59,243 794 (1,272)

RI 359 323 0

SC 49,311 757 (968)

SD 23,909 379 0

TN 113,138 1,379 (869)

VA 123,014 1,225 (369)

VT 19,107 197 0

WI 50,233 784 (874)

WV 32,253 675 (583)

Other 23,453 277 (2)

TOTAL 1,457,885 22,138 (17,884)

Note: Employment estimates taken from Tables A2, A3, and A4.

Table 4. Summary of Direct and Indirect State-Level Job Impacts from 
Capital Improvements and Coal Plant Retirements
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State-level Estimates of Job Reductions from Retirements
Using FERC data for direct job reductions and state specific input-output models for 
indirect job losses, Table A4 in the appendix presents state-level estimates of job 
reductions from coal plant retirements. Notably, the CRA Study’s projected coal plant 
retirements are only partly attributable to stricter EPA regulations. According to the 
CRA Study, substantial retirements are also driven by reduced demand and low priced, 
abundant natural gas.15

Furthermore, the estimated job reductions in Table A4 will be offset by gains in 
construction, installation, and professional jobs and O&M jobs due to capital invest-
ments in pollution controls and new generation capacity. As such, it is important to 
examine the net change in employment from all of these sources. To reflect the total 
impact of capital investments and coal plant retirements between 2010 and 2015, 
Table 4 provides a comprehensive side-by-side comparison using the estimated gains 
in construction, installation and professional jobs from Table A2, O&M job gains from 
capital improvements from Table A3 and job reductions due to coal plant retirements 
from Table A4.

Significantly, when considering both direct and indirect effects and all sources of job 
creation and job reductions, all of the states show a net gain in employment over the 
analysis period.

15.  “However, given the recent discoveries of abundant, domestic natural gas supplies, a competing fuel for 
electric generation, as well as reduced electricity demand, coal plant owners may elect to retire some 
existing plants rather than investing the capital necessary to install pollution controls,” A Reliability 
Assessment of EPA’s Proposed Transport Rule and Forthcoming Utility MACT, Shavel and Gibbs, CRA, 
December 16, 2010, at p. 3.   
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CONCLUSION

After evaluating the employment impacts of the electric power sec-
tor’s transformation to a cleaner, modern fleet, we conclude that the 
installation of air pollution controls and construction of new genera-
tion under the proposed and planned EPA air rules will lead to a net 
job gain in the Eastern Interconnection states.

The installation, design and construction of pollution controls and 
additional generation capacity will create the greatest number of new 
jobs. Although some O&M jobs will be lost because of projected coal 
plant retirements, these losses will be offset by new O&M jobs from 
pollution control and new generation capacity investments, resulting 
in net job gains across all the states studied.

Notably as well, this report only considered the net employment im-
pacts from capital investments in pollution controls and new genera-
tion and from coal plant retirements. When evaluating the overall 
impact of new EPA air regulations, one must also recognize that the 
positive job impacts detailed in this study do not provide the entire 
picture, as the air regulations will also provide substantial economic 
benefits from cleaner air, improved public health and increased com-
petitiveness through innovative technologies.
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APPENDIX A

Table A1. Pollution Controls and New Generation  
Capacity Investments from the CRA Study

State
Pollution  
Controls

Additional Installed 
Capacity (MW)

Investment in New 
Capacity

AL $4.1 billion 766 $691 million

AR $2.4 billion 1,472 $4.2 billion

CT $229 million 220 $381 million

DE $414 million 585 $687 million

FL $2.7 billion 1,793 $2.3 billion

GA $4.3 billion 89 $228 million

IA $2.5 billion 17 $46 million

IL $7.6 billion 2,946 $7.3 billion

IN $7.2 billion 2,613 $4.8 billion

KS $1.8 billion 225 $539 million

KY $3.8 billion 898 $1.1 billion

LA $2.1 billion — —

MA $504 million 108 $653 million

MD $1.0 billion 2,558 $3.3 billion

ME — 86 $201 million

MI $6.3 billion 1,033 $1.7 billion

MN $1.1 billion 652 $1.4 billion

MO $6.6 billion 4,103 $6.8 billion

MS $1.5 billion 773 $754 million

NC $2.0 billion 6,488 $7.9 billion

ND $1.1 billion 175 $454 million

NE $2.2 billion 403 $1.0 billion

NH $266 million 20 $57 million

NJ $51 million 3,100 $3.8 billion

NY $944 million 1,826 $3.5 billion

OH $7.1 billion 1,792 $2.2 billion

OK $3.5 billion 993 $1.6 billion

PA $4.7 billion 2,321 $3.3 billion

RI — 20 $57 million

SC $695 million 5,554 $5.8 billion

SD $269 million 3,083 $3.0 billion

TN $3.6 billion 4,868 $9.9 billion

VA $2.6 billion 12,531 $13.8 billion

VT — 1,359 $3.0 billion

WI $3.4 billion 1,285 $2.9 billion

WV $2.6 billion 960 $2.7 billion

Other $2.6 billion 333 $403 million

TOTAL $93.6 billion 68,047 $102.4 billion
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Table A2. Estimated Construction, Installation, and Other Professional  
Job Gains from Investment in Capital Improvements

State

Pollution Controls Generation Capacity Total

Direct Direct + Indirect Direct Direct + Indirect Direct + Indirect

AL 16,298 33,495 1,955 5,260 38,755

AR 11,334 22,409 14,325 33,701 56,110

CT 799 1,617 844 2,240 3,858

DE 1,649 3,191 1,626 3,350 6,542

FL 9,856 23,271 6,552 19,834 43,106

GA 15,642 34,836 503 1,629 36,465

IA 10,282 19,602 112 297 19,899

IL 30,594 65,600 21,928 57,096 122,695

IN 27,763 56,648 15,788 38,545 95,193

KS 7,067 13,706 1,720 4,106 17,812

KY 11,892 23,222 3,155 8,255 31,477

LA 8,004 15,842 0 0 15,842

MA 1,735 3,678 2,445 5,867 9,545

MD 3,236 6,967 4,797 9,955 16,922

ME 0 0 570 1,279 1,279

MI 21,534 48,097 5,425 14,249 62,346

MN 3,557 7,590 5,067 12,551 20,141

MO 4,237 8,902 20,668 51,610 60,512

MS 7,514 14,202 2,323 5,601 19,803

NC 6,485 14,275 24,689 62,691 76,966

ND 3,190 5,971 1,073 2,237 8,207

NE 8,261 16,968 3,196 7,363 24,331

NH 1,031 2,068 122 352 2,420

NJ 134 308 9,157 23,946 24,255

NY 2,960 6,155 9,998 24,341 30,496

OH 26,299 58,175 6,407 18,065 76,240

OK 14,380 28,898 5,709 13,753 42,651

PA 15,157 33,833 9,096 25,411 59,243

RI 0 0 118 359 359

SC 2,038 4,421 17,625 44,889 49,311

SD 1,247 2,382 9,060 21,527 23,909

TN 13,455 28,445 35,956 84,693 113,138

VA 9,450 19,648 41,835 103,365 123,014

VT 0 0 9,323 19,107 19,107

WI 12,555 26,801 8,837 23,431 50,233

WV 6,455 11,746 9,692 20,507 32,253

Other 9,214 20,764 919 2,688 23,453

TOTAL 325,305 683,734 312,617 774,151 1,457,885

Note: All values reported in “job-years”. One job-year equals one year of full-time employment.
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Table A3.  Estimated Operating and Maintenance Job Gains  
from Investments in Capital Improvements

State

Pollution Controls Generation Capacity Total

Direct Direct + Indirect Direct Direct + Indirect Direct + Indirect

AL 359 684 42 80 764

AR 229 417 150 273 690

CT 11 24 8 17 41

DE 34 60 30 54 114

FL 202 461 105 238 699

GA 274 563 10 20 584

IA 212 381 3 5 386

IL 481 1,007 202 422 1,429

IN 564 1,060 188 352 1,413

KS 160 289 30 53 342

KY 398 738 74 137 875

LA 146 297 0 0 297

MA 28 59 4 8 66

MD 31 81 55 145 226

ME 0 0 10 19 19

MI 405 850 65 137 987

MN 89 172 71 137 309

MO 615 1,157 304 570 1,727

MS 155 273 50 87 360

NC 162 306 355 667 973

ND 89 162 17 31 193

NE 60 171 13 37 208

NH 18 35 2 5 40

NJ 50 105 102 212 316

NY 58 114 97 188 303

OH 599 1,161 106 204 1,365

OK 241 489 66 134 623

PA 255 571 100 223 794

RI 0 0 132 323 323

SC 68 124 352 634 757

SD 24 44 184 336 379

TN 350 634 412 745 1,379

VA 136 297 428 928 1,225

VT 0 0 101 197 197

WI 302 560 121 224 784

WV 275 485 108 190 675

Other 89 248 12 30 277

TOTAL 7,170 14,077 4,106 8,061 22,138
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Table A4. Estimated Job Reductions from  
Coal Plant Retirements

State Capacity (MW) Retired

Job Reductions

Direct Direct + Indirect

AL 2,197 623 1,184

AR 0 0 0

CT 0 0 0

DE 447 123 219

FL 1,583 427 970

GA 3,018 831 1,700

IA 1,066 265 475

IL 901 263 549

IN 1,440 300 563

KS 287 99 179

KY 1,917 531 982

LA 259 71 145

MA 271 75 157

MD 250 69 180

ME 0 0 0

MI 1,926 537 1,124

MN 1,040 282 542

MO 479 144 271

MS 378 104 183

NC 3,009 540 1,014

ND 116 32 58

NE 276 76 217

NH 208 80 155

NJ 216 59 123

NY 348 96 187

OH 3,851 917 1,772

OK 0 0 0

PA 2,070 570 1,272

RI 0 0 0

SC 2,003 537 968

SD 0 0 0

TN 1,746 481 869

VA 683 170 369

VT 0 0 0

WI 1,437 474 874

WV 1,606 331 583

Other 2 1 2

TOTAL 35,029 9,109 17,884
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APPENDIX B

Methodology and Assumptions

a.  Response of the Electric Sector to Proposed and Planned EPA Air 
Regulations

The December 2010 CRA Study developed forecasts of the electricity generation 
sector’s responses to EPA’s proposed and planned air regulations. For these forecasts, 
CRA researchers used a model of the energy sector, the North American Electric-
ity and Environment Model (NEEM), to predict changes in capacity and investment 
expenditures16. We used the modeled responses to estimate employment impacts. The 
specific responses include: (1) expenditures on pollution control technologies (ACI, 
ACI+, FGD, and SCR), (2) additions to generating capacity involving nine technolo-
gies: advanced coal, IGCC, combined cycle, combustion turbine, nuclear, municipal 
waste, biomass, solar PV, and wind, and (3) coal plant retirements.

The CRA Study included information on pollution controls, new generation capacity 
and coal plant retirements was provided at the plant level. We aggregated this infor-
mation to state-level and Eastern Interconnection-wide estimates of retirements and 
investment in pollution controls and new generation capacity.

b. Linking Expenditures on Pollution Controls and Generation Capacity 
Additions to Sectors in the Input-Output Model

Jim Staudt of Andover Technology Partners, provided details of the precise categories 
of expenditures associated with each of the four pollution control technologies. Dr. 
Staudt is President of Andover Technology Partners and a nationally recognized expert 
on air pollution control, with a Ph.D in Engineering from the Massachusetts Institute 
of Technology. These expenditure breakdowns were linked to PERI’s IMPLAN 3.0 
input-output model to generate employment multipliers. Select examples of the types 
of expenditures/activities used to generate the employment estimates include:

ACI and ACI+: equipment (e.g. sorbent injector and disposal systems), engineering 
services, duct work, and electrical installation services.

FGD scrubbers: water treatment systems, chimney construction, fans & ductwork, 
engineering services, contractor services.

SCR: reactor housing construction and installation, ammonia handling systems, duct-
work & fans, engineering services.

We matched each of these spending areas with an industrial sector in the input-output 
model. backing out some retrofits that were known to have been completed in 2010. 

16.  “Appendix B: Modeling and Methodology,” A Reliability Assessment of EPA’s Proposed Transport Rule 
and Forthcoming Utility MACT, Shavel and Gibbs, CRA, December 16, 2010, at p. 35-37.
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We then combined individual spending categories into a single aggregate category for 
each of the four technologies (ACI, ACI+, FGD, and SCR), using individual expenditure 
shares as weights. We then generated employment estimates associated with expendi-
tures on each of the four pollution control technologies using the input-output model.

We estimated employment creation from expenditures on generation capacity for each 
of the nine technologies using a similar procedure. Activities involved in the instal-
lation of new generation capacity are identified from industry sources. These activi-
ties are then matched with the relevant sectors in the input-output model to produce 
employment multipliers.

The sum of the indirect employment effects across the Eastern interconnection states 
based on the state-level input-output models will fall short of the aggregate estimates 
presented in Table 1, which are based on a national input-output model. The reason 
for the discrepancy is that indirect effects will be lower at the state level than at the 
Eastern Interconnection level. For example, based on the CRA Study’s estimate, Ohio 
is expected to spend about $7.1 billion on pollution control technologies. However, 
firms installing these capital improvements may purchase goods and services from 
other states. These indirect purchases will create jobs in other states—not Ohio. In 
contrast, the aggregate estimates include all indirect effects from all the states com-
bined. The state-level input-output models produce estimates of employment effects 
in one state only. They do not allow us to allocate the indirect effects that occur out-
side the state to other specific states (e.g., we do not know how much of the spending 
by Ohio’s construction industry is on inputs from Missouri, for instance).

To account for this discrepancy, we allocate the difference between the total employ-
ment estimates (direct and indirect) from the national input-output model and the 
sum of the state-level estimates according to each state’s share of the aggregate 
employment effects across all states. 

d. Estimating operating and maintenance expenditures associated with 
capital investments.

Estimates of O&M expenditures associated with investments in pollution controls 
are based on estimates compiled by Industrial Economics, Inc. of Cambridge, MA, 
for FGD scrubbers used in electric generation applications. The O&M estimates are 
derived from the EPA’s Coal Utility Environmental Cost (CUE Cost) spreadsheet. The 
cost estimates produced by Industrial Economics include a 30 percent premium for 
administrative employment. To restrict the analysis to O&M jobs, we do not include 
this premium in the employment estimates, in order to restrict the analysis to O&M 
jobs. O&M expenditures total an estimated 6.6 cents for each dollar invested in FGD 
technologies. We assume that this same ratio of O&M costs to investment applies to 
the other pollution control technologies: ACI, ACI+, and SCR. We then estimate total 
O&M expenditures from the total dollar value of investments in pollution controls. The 
input-output model generates employment estimates based on these expenditures.

Estimates of O&M expenditures linked to new generation capacity are based on O&M 
expenditures used by the U.S. Energy Information Administration (EIA). Fixed and 
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variable O&M costs associated with each of the nine technologies are taken from the 
EIA publication, Assumptions to the 2010 Annual Energy Outlook (Table 8.2). For 
purposes of estimating O&M employment, O&M costs per kilowatt of installed capac-
ity are computed assuming peak summer capacity. The O&M cost per KW can then be 
used to calculate total O&M expenditures, in response to changes in emissions regula-
tions, associated with the predicted state-level and Eastern Interconnection invest-
ments in new generation capacity.

e. Estimates of direct employment reductions from coal plant 
retirements

Current employment levels were obtained from FERC forms for some of these retired 
plants. FERC employment numbers are matched to retired plants whenever pos-
sible. For retired plants with no matched employment data, we used state averages of 
employment per MW derived from plants in the same state that do have such employ-
ment data. For states with planned retirements and no employment data whatsoever, 
national averages of employment per MW are used.
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February 2011 
Scientists’ Statement on the Clean Air Act 

Dear Congress, 
 
We, the undersigned, urge you to support the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA’s) authority 
under the Clean Air Act to take action that will protect public health and address global warming.  
 
On April 2, 2007, the Supreme Court ruled that global warming emissions are air pollutants covered 
by the Clean Air Act (CAA).1

 

 Subsequently, the EPA performed an exhaustive review of the relevant 
scientific research and determined that global warming emissions endanger public health and 
welfare and therefore must be regulated under the CAA. Because the EPA’s finding is based on solid 
science, any effort to prevent or delay the agency from taking action to reduce global warming 
emissions is a rejection of that science.  

The scientific evidence overwhelmingly suggests that climate change poses a clear threat to public 
health. Numerous scientific studies, including the U.S. Global Change Research Program’s 2009 
report Global Climate Change Impacts in the United States and the National Academy of Sciences’ 
report America’s Climate Choices, show that if heat-trapping emissions continue unabated, global 
warming is likely to cause more extreme heat in our cities, severe water shortages, loss of species, 
hazards to coasts from sea level rise, and extreme weather.2,3,4

 

 The economic and social costs of 
such impacts are potentially calamitous. 

The EPA must be allowed to fullfill its responsibilities and take action to regulate global warming 
emissions under the Clean Air Act. This science-based law has prevented 400,000 premature deaths 
and hundreds of millions of cases of respiratory and cardiovascular disease during the 40 years since 
it was first passed5

 
—all without diminishing economic growth.    

As the EPA ruling now states, global warming regulation will apply only to the biggest sources of 
these emissions6 (such as large coal-fired power plants, oil refineries, and cement plants7

 

) while 
exempting small businesses and homeowners. This is a practical, fair, and effective way to target 
the biggest sources of pollution, which together account for 70 percent of the nation’s global 
warming emissions from stationary sources. By targeting the oldest, dirtiest, and most inefficient 
power plants, these regulations can help transition our energy system to a cleaner, healthier, and 
more efficient one without sacrificing reliability or affordability. 

Congress should work to pass a comprehensive climate and energy policy based on robust science 
and economics that will curb global warming, save consumers money, and create jobs. In the 
meantime, we urge you to oppose attacks on the Clean Air Act by respecting the scientific integrity 
of the EPA’s endangerment finding, and the agency’s authority to act based on this finding.  
 
Sincerely, 

                                                 
1 Massachusetts v. EPA, 549 U.S. 497 (2007). 
2 Thomas R. Karl, T.R., J.M. Melillo, and T.C. Peterson (eds.). 2009. Global climate change impacts in the United States. Cambridge 
University Press.  
3 National Research Council. 2010. America’s climate choices: Panel on advancing the science of climate change. ISBN 0-309-14589-
9. 
4 Solomon, S., et al. 2007. Climate change 2007: The physical science basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the Fourth 
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (AR4). Cambridge University Press. 
5 Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). 1999. The Benefits and Costs of the Clean Air Act 1990 to 2010. EPA-410-R-99-001. November. 
Washington, DC. Online at www.epa.gov/air/sect812/1990-2010/fullrept.pdf. 
6 EPA Final Rule: Prevention of Significant Deterioration and Title V Greenhouse Gas Tailoring Rule. Online at 
http://www.epa.gov/nsr/documents/20100413final.pdf. 
7 The regulations will cover new facilities that emit more than 100,000 tons per year on a CO2e basis and existing facilities that 
undertake modifications resulting in emissions of more than 75,000 tons per year on a CO2e basis.   

http://www.epa.gov/air/sect812/1990-2010/fullrept.pdf�
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 Fax:  614-781-9558            ohiopha@gmail.com 

Mr. Michael Ahern 

Division of Air Pollution Control 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 

50 West Town Street, Suite 700 Columbus, OH 43215 

VIA EMAIL: mike.ahern@epa.state.oh.us  

 

Re:  OAC Rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11 
 

Dear Mr. Ahern:   

 

In keeping with our organizational commitment to work for prevention and wellness, the Ohio Public 
Health Association supports strong policies to reduce health impacts of pollution caused by energy 

generation. We therefore offer the following comment related to the above-referenced actions: 

 
We support the proposed amendments to Ohio Administrative Code 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11, 

which will help cut pollution without burdening small businesses. The Ohio EPA’s approach largely 

incorporates the terms of the U.S. EPA’s Tailoring Rule into Ohio law. This tailoring approach 
gradually phases in global warming pollution controls by focusing only on the large industrial 

facilities which emit the lion’s share of pollution and which already have substantial expertise 

navigating the permitting process.  
 

A phase out of global warming pollution and coal-related emissions is needed in Ohio, because this 

pollution is significant and the impacts on public health are serious. For example:  

 The Gavin Power P lant in Cheshire emits 2,099 pounds of mercury every year, making it the 

plant with the 3
rd

 highest mercury emissions in the country, according to a recent 

Environment Ohio report, “Dirty Energy’s Assault on our Health: Mercury.” The report 
found that power plants in Ohio emitted 9,518 pounds of mercury pollution in 2009.  

 In addition, a 2007 study by the National Environmental Trust showed that extreme heat 

events are projected to increase and claim 432 additional lives in Columbus by 2050 unless 

global warming pollution is reduced. Specifica lly, the study found that Columbus' heat-
related death toll will increase from about 11 deaths to nearly 29 deaths by mid-century, 

resulting in 432 additional heat-related deaths by mid-century as global warming drives up 
summertime temperatures. (Source: Applied Climatologists, Inc. experts Dr. Laurence 

Kalkstein of the University of Miami and Dr. Scott Greene of the University of Oklahoma.) 

  

Ohio must adopt policies that enable the state’s economy to shift to cleaner energy sources. Ohio 
EPA’s proposed policy will take the first step towards this transition, and should be implemented.  

 

Sincerely,  

 
Rosemary Chaudry, RN, PhD, MHA, MPH 

President, Ohio Public Health Association 



Robert L. Brubaker
rbrubakerporterwright.com

Porter Wright
Morris & Arthur LLP

41 South High Street
Suites 2800-3200

Columbus, Ohio 4321 5-61 94

February 11, 2011

	

Direct: 614-227-2033	 Mike Ahern

	

Fax: 614-227-2100	 Ohio EPA, Division of Air Pollution Control

	

Toll free: 800-533-2794	 Lazarus Government Center

	

www.porterwright.com	
P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

porter wright
CINCINNATI

CLEVELAND

COLUMBUS

RE:	 Comments on Ohio EPA's Proposed
OAC Rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Dear Mike:

	

DAYTON	
The following comments on Ohio EPA's proposed promulgation of new Ohio

NAPLES

WASHINGTON, DC 
Administrative Code (OAC) rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11 are respectfully
submitted on behalf of the Ohio Chemistry Technology Council (OCTC) and its
member companies.

The OCTC supports the promulgation of proposed OAC rules 3745-31-34 and
3745-77-11, with clarifying language changes as recommended below.

The OCTC has advocated action by Ohio to limit the nature and scope of
greenhouse gas (GHG) permitting in Ohio to the maximum extent consistent
with federal law mandates. The OCTC does not endorse permitting of GHG
emissions from stationary sources under the current Clean Air Act, or the
commencement of such permitting on January 2, 2011. However, the
limitations on GHG permitting as set forth in U.S. EPA's June 3, 2010
"Tailoring Rule" (75 Fed. Reg. 31514) are preferable to the alternatives faced
by Ohio businesses. The elements of the proposed OAC rules 3745-31-34
and 3745-77-11 that limit the scope and burdensomeness of GHG permitting
in Ohio, including the termination of the effectiveness of these rules
simultaneously with any federal legislative, judicial, or executive suspension,
postponement, or nullification of the federal GHG permitting requirements
established in 2010, are needed and appropriate to protect Ohio citizens and
businesses from more adverse federal regulatory consequences.

OCTC recommends some clarifying language changes to proposed OAC rule
3745-31-34, as set forth below, in order to improve understandability and
conform to the stated intentions of the proposed rule.

In line 5 of paragraph (A), after "will result in" insert "a significant net increase
in emissions of one or more regulated NSR pollutants other than greenhouse
gases and also" before "an emissions increase." This will make it more clear
that the "modification" must be "major" for regulated NSR pollutants other than
GHGs in order for step I PSO permitting applicability for GHGs, as clearly
intended and provided by the Tailoring Rule.
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In line 7 of paragraph (A), after "shall be required" strike "as approved by the administrator of the United
States environmental protection agency pursuant to the 'Limitations of Approval of Prevention of
Significant Deterioration Provisions Concerning Greenhouse Gas Emitting-Sources in State
Implementation Plans: Final Rule' and" and after "as provided in this rule" insert "and only to the extent
required" before "in 40 CFR Section 51.166." There is no need to include a confusing reference to U.S.
EPA's December 30, 2010 "Narrowing Rule,' and a premise of that rule is inconsistent with the Director's
July 26, 2010 "60-day notice" letter to Region 5 Administrator Susan Hedman in response to the Tailoring
Rule. The suggested language makes clear that Ohio EPA is not requiring anything more stringent than
the absolute minimum necessary to conform to Part 51 SIP requirements.

In line 14 of paragraph (A), after "modifications of existing" insert "major" before "stationary sources." The
GHG thresholds that trigger PSD for major modifications do not apply to minor stationary sources under
the Tailoring Rule.

In line 17 of paragraph (A), after "shall be required" strike "as approved by the administrator of the United
States environmental protection agency pursuant to 40 CFR Section 521873(b)" and insert "as provided
in this rule and only to the extent required" before "in 40 CFR Section 51.166." The words "as provided"
currently before "in 40 CFR Section 51.166" in line 19 should be deleted. These changes, like those
above for line 7, avoid any undesirable conflating of the Narrowing Rule with OAC 3745-31-34, and make
clear that Ohio EPA is not requiring any GHG permitting beyond the bare minimum mandates of Part 51.

In line 3 of paragraph (B), after "any existing" insert "major" before "stationary source." This makes clear
that the Ohio rule is consistent with and no more stringent than the Tailoring Rule, which does not require
PSD permitting of GHGs emitted from minor sources.

In line 7 of paragraph (B), after "emit below the" insert "greenhouse gas" before "permitting threshold"
This adds clarity.

In line 13 of paragraph (B), insert "major" before "stationary sources." This maintains consistency with
the Tailoring Rule, by excluding all minor sources from PSD permitting for GHG emissions.

In line 3 of paragraph (D), after "be" insert "an air contaminant," and insert a comma after "subject to
regulation." This adds clarity that GHGs are not permittable gases in Ohio except as required under OAC
3745-31-34 or 3745-77-11.

We have attached for your reference and convenience a markup of the proposed version of OAC 3745-
31-34, showing the language changes recommended above.

We appreciate your consideration of these comments. Please let me know if you have any questions
about these comments or need any follow up information.

Sincerely,

Robert L. Brubaker
David E. Northrop
Counsel for the Ohio Chemistry Technology Council

Attachment
cc: Scott Nally (w/attachment)

	
Jack Pounds (w/attachment)

Bob Hodanbosi (w/attachment)
	

Chris Materni (w/attachment)
Drew Bergman (w/attachment)

COLUMBUS/1574584v.1



3745-31-34	 Permits to install for major stationary sources and major
modifications of sources emitting greenhouse gases.

{Comment: For dates of non-regulatory government publications, publications of
recognized organizations and associations, federal rules. and federal statutory provisions
referenced in this rule, see the "Referenced materials" section at the end of this rule.1
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year of CO equivalent emissions of greenhouse gases shall be required 	 Of Otis
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(A) Notwithstanding any provisions in Chapter 3745-31 of the Administrative Code to
the contrary. on or after January 2. 2011. permits-to-install for new major stationary
sources that will emit or have the potential to emit seventy-five thousand tons or
more ner year of CO equivalent emissions of greenhouse gases and for-	 -.	 2	 .	 ..	 1	 •ii	 i,r_._

___________
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(b) and—as	 r..i&..
equivalent
forth in 40

equivalent

CFR 51. 166*

emissions increase of actual CO—' emissions of greenhouse gases do not
exceed seventy-five thousand tons per year caused by a physical change or change

submitted a complete application for a permit to limit the potential to emit —C-02
equivalent emissions of greenhouse gases from such source to less than one
hundred thousand tons per year in the case of new stationary sources and to less
than seventy-five thousand tons ner year in the case of modifications to existing

than the greenhouse gas emission permitting thresholds set forth in naragraph (A)
of this rule.

(C) This rule and any terms or conditions of permits-to-install issued to major stationary
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3745-31-34

sources or for major modifications regarding greenhouse gases shall cease to be
effective upon occurrence of the following:

(1) Enactment of federal legislation depriving the administrator of authority.
limiting the administrator's authority, or requiring the administrator to delay
the exercise of authority, to regulate greenhouse gases under the Clean Air

(2) The issuance of any opinion, ruling, judgment order. or decree by a federal
court depriving the administrator of authority, limiting the administrator's
authority, or requiring the administrator to delay the exercise of authorit y, to
regulate greenhouse gases under the Clean Air Act, including but not limited
to any federal court decision staying, voiding, or invalidating the
effectiveness of any of the actions of the administrator set forth in the
greenhouse gas endangerment finding (74 Fed. Reg. 66496, December 15.
2009), the motor vehicle greenhouse gas tailpipe standards (75 Fed. Reg.
25324, May 7. 2010). the requirement to obtain prevention of significant
deterioration permits and Title V permits as provided in the greenhouse gas
tailoring rule (75 Fed. Reg. 31514, June 3. 2010). or the narrowed "State
Implementation Plan" approval established in the "Limitation of Approval of
Prevention of Significant Deterioration Provisions Concerning Greenhouse
Gas Emitting-Sources in State Implementation Plans: Final Rule." or finding
any such action, in whole or in part, to be arbitrary. capricious, or otherwise
not in accordance with law: or

(3) Action by the president of the United States or the president's authorized agent.
including the administrator, to repeal, withdraw. suspend, postpone, or stay
the amendments to 40 CFR Section 51.166 or to otherwise limit or delay the
Administrator's exercise of authority to require preconstruction permitting of
sources of greenhouse gas emissions.

To the extent that any action or determination listed in para graphs (C)( 1) to (C)(3)
of this rule requires the permitting of any stationary source of greenhouse gas
emissions at levels below the permitting thresholds set forth in paragraph (A) of
this rule. the permitting thresholds in para graph (A) of this rule shall remain in
effect unless and until this rule is amended or rescinded.

(D) No permit to install shall be required due to greenhouse gas emissions from any
stationary source under this chapter. and greenhouse gases shall not be deemed to

grenhouse gas emissi6ns from the source exceeds the permitting thresholds set
forth in paragraph (A) of this rule. Nothing in this rule is intended to be, and

La nothing in this rule shall be interpreted to be. an "emission limitation" or "emission
standard" within the meaning of section 302(k) of the Clean Air Act, or a "control
requirement" within the meaning of section 193 of the Clean Air Act.
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February 11, 2011

Mike Ahern
Permit Issuance/Data Management
Ohio EPA
Lazarus Government Center
50 West Town Street
P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

Re:	 Comments Upon Ohio EPA's Proposed 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11 of the Ohio
Administrative Code

Dear Mike:

On January 5, 2011, the Director of Ohio EPA proposed for public comment 3745-31-34
and 3745-77-11 of the Ohio Administrative Code in order to implement the "Federal Greenhouse
Gas Tailoring Rules" in Ohio Regulations. The following are comments of the Ohio Utility
Group and its specified member companies:

Buckeye Power, Inc.
Columbus Southern Power Company (a unit of AEP)
The Dayton Power and Light Company
Duke Energy Ohio
FirstEnergy
Ohio Power Company (a unit of AEP)
Ohio Valley Electric Corporation

hereinafter, "the Utilities."

The Utilities support Ohio EPA's adoption of a tailoring rule to minimize the impact of
U.S. EPA's regulation of greenhouse gases under the current Clean Air Act. The Utilities have a
number of comments about the current proposal, which follow.

Both proposed OAC 3745-31-34 and OAC 3745-77-11 refer to "greenhouse gases." The
Utilities propose that Ohio EPA should be more specific as to these pollutants in the Ohio
Administrative Code. Instead of referring to greenhouse gases or relying upon references in
federal rules, the Agency should state the six pollutants which federal regulations now require to
be considered. Consequently, instead of referencing "greenhouse gases," the Utilities suggest
that Ohio EPA state, "carbon dioxide, nitrous oxide, methane, hydro-fluorocarbons, per-
fluorocarbons, and sulfur hexafluoride" throughout the rule when referencing these pollutants.

CHARLOTTE I COLUMBUS I SARASOTA I TAMPA I TOLEDO
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This would prevent any confusion as to whether any other pollutant or substance might be
considered a "greenhouse gas" under Ohio's rules.

In the proposed OAC 3 745-3 1-34(D),  Ohio EPA states that the greenhouse gases shall
not be 'subject to regulation' "unless they exceed the thresholds set forth in paragraph (A) of the
rule." It appears this clause would not require Ohio EPA to set a BAT limit under its minor
source permitting requirements for any of these pollutants. However, this rule should state the
exclusion more clearly. The Utilities suggest that Ohio EPA revise the terms to explicitly state
that the six pollutants are regulated only for the purpose of compliance with the federal
requirements and that, under Ohio law, Ohio EPA will not set BAT limits (or any other
requirement) for these six pollutants. Ohio EPA would better serve itself and the public by
stating the exclusion explicitly.

OAC 3 745-3 1-34(A)  could be interpreted to trigger not only consideration of the
application of BACT if the thresholds for the pollutants are exceeded, but also many of the other
requirements of the PSD program (such as monitoring or modeling requirements) that are
included under OAC 3745-31-15 to OAC 3745-31-20. Pursuant to the Tailoring Rule,' and
further confirmed by U.S. EPA's own guidance 2, no additional regulation is required and, thus,
the state of Ohio should not require any additional PSD requirements beyond the minimum
BACT set forth by USEPA. As such, the Utilities suggest that Ohio EPA should explicitly state
that the only requirement triggered by exceeding the threshold is the federal requirement to
determine BACT for the six pollutants.

The Utilities appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments and hope that Ohio
EPA will consider them in the final adoption of the rule. If you have any further questions,
please feel free to contact me.

Very truly yours,

4'a ^4
Michael E. Born

MEB/md
023415-043591
cc:	 Ohio Utility Group

See U.S. EPA Tailoring Rule, 75 Fed. Reg. 31514, 31520 (June 3,2010).
2 U.S. EPA, Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards, "PSD and Title V Permitting Guidance for Greenhouse
Gases" (November 2010), pgs. 48-50.

SLKCOL: #2 10056v1
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Unique ID:5CF7
Date:     2011-02-07-17-39
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       James_Kinsman
From:     James Kinsman <k90205@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Kinsman
880 Linda Sue Dr
Cincinnati, OH 45245-2622
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Unique ID:9D46
Date:     2011-02-07-17-39
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Kevin_Cronin
From:     Kevin Cronin <kevin.cronin.ohio@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Cronin
13700 Cormere Ave
Cleveland, OH 44120-1528
(216) 377-0615
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To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Carolyn_Lipchik
From:     Carolyn Lipchik <carolyn.lipchik@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Lipchik
14 Arbor Cir Apt 1419
Cincinnati, OH 45255-5805
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Unique ID:B7E0
Date:     2011-02-07-17-41
To:       Mike_Ahern
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From:     Lisa Catlett <lcatlett11@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Miss Lisa Catlett
1967 Camino Ln
Hilliard, OH 43026-8602
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To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Mark_Stears
From:     Mark Stears <mstears@woh.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Stears
613 N Main St Apt C
Findlay, OH 45840-2524
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Unique ID:1D48
Date:     2011-02-07-18-42
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Philip_Strickland
From:     Philip Strickland <lihp53@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Philip Strickland
125 N Portage Path
Apt 5
Akron, OH 44303-1151
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Unique ID:3EAE
Date:     2011-02-07-18-45
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Gail_Tanner
From:     Gail Tanner <germtan@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gail Tanner
18153 Clifton Rd
Lakewood, OH 44107-1024
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Unique ID:3F4E
Date:     2011-02-07-18-45
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       chuck_countryman
From:     chuck countryman <oldshrouded1@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. chuck countryman
PO Box 117
Rock Creek, OH 44084-0117
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Unique ID:A0BF
Date:     2011-02-07-18-45
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Gil_Miranda
From:     Gil Miranda <gil.miranda@frontier.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gil Miranda
92 Morgan St
Oberlin, OH 44074-1512
(440) 774-7407
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Unique ID:FE0F
Date:     2011-02-07-18-45
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       David_Pierce
From:     David Pierce <drpsopark@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Pierce
13980 S Park Blvd
Shaker Hts, OH 44120-1302
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Unique ID:5A1C
Date:     2011-02-07-19-45
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Stephanie_Mora
From:     Stephanie Mora <orangegirl31@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Mora
4291 W 197th St
Cleveland, OH 44135-1005
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Unique ID:5BFC
Date:     2011-02-07-19-45
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Shaz_Coleman
From:     Shaz Coleman <honda_bird@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shaz Coleman
3685 dry run
west portsmouth, OH 45663-9043
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Unique ID:9B5D
Date:     2011-02-07-19-45
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Janice_Anderson
From:     Janice Anderson <anderson4645@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janice Anderson
207 E Markison Ave
Columbus, OH 43207-1132
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Unique ID:AD43
Date:     2011-02-07-19-48
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Ned_Hamson
From:     Ned Hamson <nedhamson@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ned Hamson
7359 Harrison Ave
Cincinnati, OH 45231-4324
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Unique ID:B433
Date:     2011-02-07-19-48
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       James_Pexa
From:     James Pexa <jmpexa@ieee.org>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Pexa
1582 Compton Rd
Cleveland Heights, OH 44118-1304
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Unique ID:CC16
Date:     2011-02-07-20-49
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Ellen_Adler
From:     Ellen Adler <egla1@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Adler
6109 Shadow Lake Dr
Sylvania Township, OH 43623-2587
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Unique ID:FE04
Date:     2011-02-07-20-49
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       daniel_dawson
From:     daniel dawson <gusbramble@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. daniel dawson
101 S Rocky River Dr Apt 203
Berea, OH 44017-2578
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Unique ID:751B
Date:     2011-02-07-20-52
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jim_Conroy
From:     Jim Conroy <conroyjim@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Conroy
3048 Louise Rita Ct
Youngstown, OH 44511-3328
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Unique ID:B45A
Date:     2011-02-07-20-52
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Sharon_Kelly
From:     Sharon Kelly <sharon.kelly126@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Kelly
126 S Pleasant St
Oberlin, OH 44074-1635
(727) 743-4285
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Unique ID:B5BA
Date:     2011-02-07-20-52
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Robert_Higgins
From:     Robert Higgins <rlh974@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Higgins
2749 Ferncliff Ave
Dayton, OH 45420-3224
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Unique ID:2289
Date:     2011-02-07-21-52
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Mairi_Meredith
From:     Mairi Meredith <meredith@findlay.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mairi Meredith
325 Wallace Ave
Bowling Green, OH 43402-2328
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Unique ID:7BE3
Date:     2011-02-07-21-52
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Orletta_Templin
From:     Orletta Templin <templinl@bluffton.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Orletta Templin
10433 Augsburger Rd
Bluffton, OH 45817-9508
(419) 358-8781



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-07-21-52-FBA8.txt[2/15/2011 8:38:18 AM]

Unique ID:FBA8
Date:     2011-02-07-21-52
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Herbert_E._Larson
From:     "Herbert E. Larson" <herb13@ameritech.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Herbert E. Larson
18464 Lake Shore Blvd
Apt 102
Cleveland, OH 44119-1256
(216) 531-4616
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Unique ID:9D82
Date:     2011-02-07-21-55
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Mike_McFarlane
From:     Mike McFarlane <exhooaier@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike McFarlane
257 W River St
Edgerton, OH 43517-9669
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Unique ID:A669
Date:     2011-02-07-21-55
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       David_Simons
From:     David Simons <dls932@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Please be aggressive in pursuing our move to a clean energy economy.
We can rejuvenate Ohio and become far more prosperous if we seize the
momentum already existing and push forward with vigor.  This is
dependent on both positively developing clean energy industry, and
stiffly regulating the old polluting energy.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Simons
2631 Eaton Rd
Cleveland Heights, OH 44118-4330
(216) 932-2180
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Unique ID:5422
Date:     2011-02-07-22-03
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jennifer_Pritchard
From:     Jennifer Pritchard <mpritch735@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jennifer Pritchard
530 Gray Park Dr
Fostoria, OH 44830-1626
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Unique ID:55C2
Date:     2011-02-07-22-03
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Marla_Holbrook
From:     Marla Holbrook <canary99@frontier.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marla Holbrook
8982 Westbrook Rd
Brookville, OH 45309-8224
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Unique ID:A691
Date:     2011-02-07-22-03
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Joanne_Granzow
From:     Joanne Granzow <jhgranzow@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joanne Granzow
535 Garden Rd
Dayton, OH 45419-3804
(513) 298-1792
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Unique ID:15B1
Date:     2011-02-07-22-55
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Patricia_Haumann
From:     Patricia Haumann <sbysc@msn.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patricia Haumann
45089 E Hamilton St
Oberlin, OH 44074-9428
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Unique ID:F4D1
Date:     2011-02-07-22-58
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Cindy_Christian
From:     Cindy Christian <cchristian@dcimage.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cindy Christian
4691 Krancz Dr
Norton, OH 44203-6027
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Unique ID:2D1D
Date:     2011-02-07-23-07
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Paul_Szymanowski
From:     Paul Szymanowski <pszymanowski@earthlink.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Szymanowski
PO Box 74
Curtice, OH 43412-0074
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Unique ID:73AD
Date:     2011-02-07-23-07
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Valorie_Wolcott
From:     Valorie Wolcott <valwm@adelphia.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Valorie Wolcott
9106 Prelog Ln
Kirtland, OH 44094-5182
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Unique ID:EDBC
Date:     2011-02-07-23-07
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       william_hemming
From:     william hemming <morbius@netscape.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. william hemming
241 W Henderson Rd
Columbus, OH 43214-2508
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Unique ID:8E7A
Date:     2011-02-07-23-09
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Catherine_Scallen
From:     Catherine Scallen <catherinescallen@prodigy.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. Catherine Scallen
22959 Shelburne Rd
Shaker Heights, OH 44122-2015
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Unique ID:8F9A
Date:     2011-02-07-23-09
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Steven_Federman
From:     Steven Federman <sfederm@utnet.utoledo.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. Steven Federman
4029 W Bancroft St Apt D
Ottawa Hills, OH 43606-2506
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Unique ID:4479
Date:     2011-02-08-00-10
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Aaron_Weaver
From:     Aaron Weaver <aweavgobucks@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Aaron Weaver
3526 Constitution Ct
Cincinnati, OH 45248-2830
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Unique ID:8718
Date:     2011-02-08-00-10
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Aimee_Valle
From:     Aimee Valle <ellavemia@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Aimee Valle
1126 Rose Hill Pike
Bellaire, OH 43906
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Unique ID:9E68
Date:     2011-02-08-00-10
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Marketa_Anderson
From:     Marketa Anderson <nolenz@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

In the absence of suitable federal climate and energy legislation, I
believe states and local governments must lead the way. I am proud that
Ohio is moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marketa Anderson
1548 W Pekin Rd
Lebanon, OH 45036-9786
(937) 416-1970
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Unique ID:35E4
Date:     2011-02-08-00-12
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       William_Finzel
From:     William Finzel <billfinzel@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Finzel
420 E 13th Ave Apt A
Columbus, OH 43201-1952
291-3664
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Unique ID:133E
Date:     2011-02-08-00-19
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Joan_Leppla
From:     Joan Leppla <jleppla@neo.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 7, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Leppla
2706 Duquesne Dr
Stow, OH 44224-1674
(330) 655-0560
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Unique ID:7066
Date:     2011-02-08-01-20
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Arthur_Lieberman
From:     Arthur Lieberman <a.lieberman@roadrunner.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. Arthur Lieberman
4125 Giles Rd
Moreland Hills, OH 44022-2028
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Unique ID:7186
Date:     2011-02-08-01-20
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Joel_Saeks
From:     Joel Saeks <drjsaeks@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. Joel Saeks
3452 S Beechgrove Rd
Wilmington, OH 45177-8572



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-08-01-20-B127.txt[2/15/2011 8:38:21 AM]

Unique ID:B127
Date:     2011-02-08-01-20
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Ed_Baker
From:     Ed Baker <oshram@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed Baker
1356 Kenilworth Ave Apt 3
Lakewood, OH 44107-3170
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Unique ID:4894
Date:     2011-02-08-01-23
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Alice_Brown
From:     Alice Brown <tass3@roadrunner.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alice Brown
25777 Hartley Rd
Beloit, OH 44609-9345
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Unique ID:51E4
Date:     2011-02-08-01-23
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Caveman_Etris
From:     Caveman Etris <caveman01@current.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Caveman Etris
3060 Picwood Dr
Cincinnati, OH 45248-5028
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Unique ID:13BF
Date:     2011-02-08-02-27
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Donna_Williams
From:     Donna Williams <donnaewilliams@wowway.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Williams
2891 Indianola Ave
Columbus, OH 43202-2215
(614) 263-9868
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Unique ID:D31E
Date:     2011-02-08-02-27
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Anna_Cruikshank
From:     Anna Cruikshank <acruikshank@woh.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,
Anna Cruikshank
1495 W. Possum oad
Springfield, OH 45506-2832
United States

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anna Cruikshank
1495 W Possum Rd
Springfield, OH 45506-2832
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Unique ID:F359
Date:     2011-02-08-02-39
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Greg_Noneman
From:     Greg Noneman <krall_lord@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Noneman
PO Box 4505
Sherwood, OH 43556-0505
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Unique ID:7349
Date:     2011-02-08-02-42
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Robert_Jaynes
From:     Robert Jaynes <rjaynes@lakelandcc.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Jaynes
7532 Andrea Dr
Mentor, OH 44060-7211
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Unique ID:B028
Date:     2011-02-08-02-42
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Radha_Poth
From:     Radha Poth <anjo_radha@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Radha Poth
6140 Bugle Ct
Mason, OH 45040-8457
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Unique ID:93F8
Date:     2011-02-08-03-42
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Susan_Whipple
From:     Susan Whipple <charliesue49@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Whipple
6738 Madison Ave
Madison, OH 44057-1112



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-08-03-43-1AD.txt[2/15/2011 8:38:23 AM]

Unique ID:1AD
Date:     2011-02-08-03-43
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Daniel_Tedrick
From:     Daniel Tedrick <dtedrick@wowway.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Tedrick
472 Agler Rd
Gahanna, OH 43230-6404
(614) 476-2605
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Unique ID:F40B
Date:     2011-02-08-03-43
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Laura_Read
From:     Laura Read <ldread27@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Read
5264 Rybolt Rd
Cincinnati, OH 45248-1023
(513) 574-3568
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Unique ID:171D
Date:     2011-02-08-03-44
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       jacque_ludwig
From:     jacque ludwig <jludwig87@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. jacque ludwig
4259 Danberry Dr
North Olmsted, OH 44070-2832
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Unique ID:175A
Date:     2011-02-08-03-44
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Dawn_Kosec
From:     Dawn Kosec <dawnkosec@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dawn Kosec
1895 Innwood Dr
Austintown, OH 44515-4839
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Unique ID:9C5E
Date:     2011-02-08-04-04
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Michael_Oatney
From:     Michael Oatney <moatney@columbus.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Oatney
PO Box 231
Sugar Grove, OH 43155-0231
(740) 746-8337
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Unique ID:6D56
Date:     2011-02-08-04-46
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       John_Gomolka
From:     John Gomolka <johng13579@msn.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Gomolka
3714 Mayflower Oval
Brunswick, OH 44212-4143
(330) 273-2543
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Unique ID:28D7
Date:     2011-02-08-04-53
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Larry_Olivier
From:     Larry Olivier <oliviela@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Larry Olivier
7349 Grayson Dr
Springfield, OH 45502-8936
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Unique ID:31A7
Date:     2011-02-08-04-53
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jonathan_Slaughter
From:     Jonathan Slaughter <slaughtj@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jonathan Slaughter
851 S Cassingham Rd
Bexley, OH 43209-2436
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Unique ID:9AC3
Date:     2011-02-08-04-54
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Barbara_Martin
From:     Barbara Martin <barbara_l_martin@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Martin
1901 Stratford Rd
Delaware, OH 43015-2931
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Unique ID:6424
Date:     2011-02-08-05-08
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Sally_Small
From:     Sally Small <sallyasmall@att.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sally Small
389 E Tulane Rd
Columbus, OH 43202-2227
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Unique ID:3AE9
Date:     2011-02-08-05-12
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jane_McCullam
From:     Jane McCullam <cattermole@windstream.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jane McCullam
9880 Fairmount Rd
Newbury, OH 44065-9712
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Unique ID:FA48
Date:     2011-02-08-05-12
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Stephanie_Frost
From:     Stephanie Frost <gsfrosty@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Frost
127 Fallis Rd
Columbus, OH 43214-3725
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Unique ID:6C4F
Date:     2011-02-08-05-14
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Margaret_Branstrator
From:     Margaret Branstrator <jonwb@earthlink.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margaret Branstrator
6027 Watt Rd
Camden, OH 45311-7626
(513) 798-0022
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Unique ID:FF23
Date:     2011-02-08-05-15
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Gail_Stafford
From:     Gail Stafford <gstaffor@columbus.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gail Stafford
849 Riva Ridge Blvd
Gahanna, OH 43230-1839
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Unique ID:4684
Date:     2011-02-08-06-17
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Gale_Thomasson
From:     Gale Thomasson <galesgarden@tds.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gale Thomasson
12885 W County Road 18
Fostoria, OH 44830-9618
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Unique ID:8625
Date:     2011-02-08-06-17
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Kenneth_Winstel
From:     Kenneth Winstel <k.winstel1@live.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenneth Winstel
3600 Watt Rd
Columbus, OH 43230-1157
(614) 795-7109
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Unique ID:C184
Date:     2011-02-08-06-18
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Carolyn_Rice
From:     Carolyn Rice <landcrice@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carolyn Rice
9045 W Mountainview Dr
Chardon, OH 44024-9625
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Unique ID:6EE0
Date:     2011-02-08-06-20
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Patricia_Phillips
From:     Patricia Phillips <sewuph2@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Phillips
487 Wolcott Ave
Kent, OH 44240-2355
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Unique ID:D44
Date:     2011-02-08-06-22
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Nancy_Dorian
From:     Nancy Dorian <ndorian@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Dorian
15481 Riddle Ln
Chagrin Falls, OH 44022-3943
(440) 247-4354
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Unique ID:FEA2
Date:     2011-02-08-07-22
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Robert_J._Bohland
From:     "Robert J. Bohland" <bobwa8bcx@neo.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Let's be clear on one matter:  The coal and oil industries will contine
to hire goons and shills to deny climate change and global warming.
Yet, they never address the FACTS involved:  Mostly, they use
"talking points" created by the Republican National
Committee.  Ice caps and glaciers are melting; seas are rising; snow
caps are thinning; etc., etc., etc.  But do you hear scientific
rebuttlals?  You bet not!

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert J. Bohland
6470 Strausser St NW
North Canton, OH 44720-6453
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Unique ID:F5AB
Date:     2011-02-08-07-23
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Peter_Schanz
From:     Peter Schanz <pete_schanz@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants. I wish I
could attend the public hearing on Feb 11th to make this statement but
I am unable to.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. Coal plants severely damage the public health. Ohio's
economy has much to gain with clean energy. The EPA's proposed common
sense rule to reduce emissions from the big polluters first will push
speedy action on global warming while spurring the development of clean
energy solutions. It is a moral imperative that we move on this action
quickly and with full enforcement.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Schanz
1348 W 64th St
Cleveland, OH 44102-2106
(614) 704-2481
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Unique ID:3BA1
Date:     2011-02-08-07-28
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       ROSEMARY_WILSON
From:     ROSEMARY WILSON <rosemarywilson45@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Miss ROSEMARY WILSON
1208 Atwood Ave
Akron, OH 44301-1835
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Unique ID:E237
Date:     2011-02-08-07-29
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Rebecca_Brown
From:     Rebecca Brown <rbrown86@cinci.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rebecca Brown
2862 Losantiridge Ave
Cincinnati, OH 45213-1032
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Unique ID:4D01
Date:     2011-02-08-07-32
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       David_Christman
From:     David Christman <dgxmn@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Christman
5273 Morning Sun Rd
Oxford, OH 45056-8918
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Unique ID:665
Date:     2011-02-08-08-33
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Lynne_Baird
From:     Lynne Baird <lynnelbaird@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynne Baird
l917 McCauslen Manor
Steubenville, OH 43952
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Unique ID:58D5
Date:     2011-02-08-08-34
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Renee_Maciag
From:     Renee Maciag <wisteria399@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

We have a fantastic opportunity in Ohio to use our "Yankee
Ingenuity" to lead our children into a brighter, cleaner future.
Many companies and educational institutions around the state have
already been working on solutions to "dirty energy" problems.
Reducing emissions and promoting alternatives is a winning
combination.  As Americans, as Ohioans, I know we can use our talents,
our skills and our intelligence to tackle this problem.  Thank you.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Renee Maciag
399 Silver St
Akron, OH 44303-2029
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Unique ID:9874
Date:     2011-02-08-08-34
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Linda_Freeman
From:     Linda Freeman <laf@apk.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Freeman
3103 Edgehill Rd
Cleveland Heights, OH 44118-2021
(216) 321-1570
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Unique ID:3E94
Date:     2011-02-08-08-36
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Charles_Zalac
From:     Charles Zalac <crz@ohio.usa.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Zalac
256 Montrose Way
Columbus, OH 43214-3637
(614) 263-3407
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Unique ID:FE35
Date:     2011-02-08-08-36
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Robert_Garrett
From:     Robert Garrett <bob7336@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Garrett
8824 Pembrooke St
Maineville, OH 45039-9203
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Unique ID:F82A
Date:     2011-02-08-09-41
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Carol_O'Laughlin
From:     Carol O'Laughlin <colaughlin1@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol O'Laughlin
660 Kingfisher Ct
Streetsboro, OH 44241-3937
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Unique ID:EEB1
Date:     2011-02-08-09-44
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Lynn_Walker
From:     Lynn Walker <mooncrone@mac.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn Walker
15901 Corsica Ave
Cleveland, OH 44110-1440
(216) 531-3803



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-08-09-47-11A8.txt[2/15/2011 8:38:28 AM]

Unique ID:11A8
Date:     2011-02-08-09-47
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Ron_Massoli
From:     Ron Massoli <swamper255@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Massoli
255 N Elm Ave
Tallmadge, OH 44278-2433
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Unique ID:8D8
Date:     2011-02-08-09-47
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       nancy_crafton
From:     nancy crafton <nancl1961@woh.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. nancy crafton
1610 Shrine Rd
Springfield, OH 45504-3950
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Unique ID:FA52
Date:     2011-02-08-09-48
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Daniel_Marks
From:     Daniel Marks <dkmgroup@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Marks
17 Kenwood Ct
Cleveland, OH 44122-7501



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-08-10-50-576E.txt[2/15/2011 8:38:29 AM]

Unique ID:576E
Date:     2011-02-08-10-50
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Rick_Geyer
From:     Rick Geyer <rkgyr513@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Geyer
286 Wedgewood Ct
Westerville, OH 43082-6002
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Unique ID:6C85
Date:     2011-02-08-10-50
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Thomas_-_Suzanne_Devers
From:     Thomas & Suzanne Devers <countrysidecrafts@mac.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas & Suzanne Devers
4720 Phillipsburg Union Rd
Union, OH 45322-9731
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Unique ID:AFE4
Date:     2011-02-08-10-50
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Crandall_Kline
From:     Crandall Kline <peacedefense@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Crandall Kline
2385 Covington Rd
Apt 405
Akron, OH 44313-4366
(238) 434-0978
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Unique ID:B694
Date:     2011-02-08-10-50
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Reid_Wood
From:     Reid Wood <reidwood@oberlin.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Reid Wood
271 Elm St
Oberlin, OH 44074-1503
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Unique ID:B774
Date:     2011-02-08-10-50
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Harry_Smythe
From:     Harry Smythe <hsmythe@mac.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harry Smythe
91 Periwinkle Dr
Olmsted Falls, OH 44138-3039
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Unique ID:9A3A
Date:     2011-02-08-11-01
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Marcia_Boggs
From:     Marcia Boggs <thais62_80@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcia Boggs
920 Robinson Dr
Springfield, OH 45506-2425
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Unique ID:AC37
Date:     2011-02-08-11-04
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       TOM_TODARO
From:     TOM TODARO <beheretomar@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. TOM TODARO
2651 S Belvoir Blvd
University Heights, OH 44118-4660
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Unique ID:B2
Date:     2011-02-08-11-55
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Retha_Eagle
From:     Retha Eagle <roxyharte@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Retha Eagle
7254 Martz Paulin Rd
Franklin, OH 45005-4004
(937) 238-7439
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Unique ID:BF1B
Date:     2011-02-08-11-57
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Bill_Bruml
From:     Bill Bruml <wbruml@apk.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Given the large and well-financed disinformation that has been mounted
to confuse people about well established science, it may take some
courage, and a strong insistence that we be guided by real science.

As an undergrad at MIT, I had the chance to meet some of the pioneers
in large-scale computer simulation. So I have followed with
considerable interest the development of these much larger scale
climate simulations. A decade ago there were, as one might expect, a
range of models, each predicting a slightly different climate
trajectory. The most alarmist of these predicted effects about twice as
large as the middle-of-the-road models that became generally accepted.
In this past year, I have seen reports that recent data best agrees
with the alarmists. This is bad news indeed. It underscores that need
to do something.

In the best case, Ohio would lead in the manufacture of technologies
that help alleviate climate change, and in the process revive our
state's economy. Given all of the horrendously wrong information about
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climate being fed to the voters who voted for our present state
officers, setting a reasonable policy will be an uphill battle. I
applaud you for setting out in the right direction.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Bruml
1768 Middlehurst Rd
Cleveland Heights, OH 44118-1648
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Unique ID:6CE3
Date:     2011-02-08-12-01
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Bryan_Shane
From:     Bryan Shane <bunsinspace@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bryan Shane
4021 Amsterdam Rd
Toledo, OH 43607-2314
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Unique ID:4C04
Date:     2011-02-08-12-08
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Don_Pew
From:     Don Pew <nobrainsurgeon022@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Don Pew
348 Indiana Ave
Girard, OH 44420-3053
na
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Unique ID:726A
Date:     2011-02-08-12-08
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       joe_wolf
From:     joe wolf <wolftale069@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. joe wolf
1613 Hawthorne Dr Apt 8
Mayfield Heights, OH 44124-3094
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Unique ID:E322
Date:     2011-02-08-12-11
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Kathi_Ridgway
From:     Kathi Ridgway <ridgkathi43213@msn.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathi Ridgway
600 Banningway Dr
Columbus, OH 43213-3441
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Unique ID:EFFB
Date:     2011-02-08-12-13
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Glenn_Kolp
From:     Glenn Kolp <gkolp@centurytel.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Glenn Kolp
5096 Burrell Dr
Sheffield Village, OH 44054-2476
(440) 934-7926
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Unique ID:B2FF
Date:     2011-02-08-12-24
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Joanna_Peders
From:     Joanna Peders <bunnyjane100@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Miss Joanna Peders
229 E 305th St
Willowick, OH 44095-3736
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Unique ID:8099
Date:     2011-02-08-13-28
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Marilyn_Schwieterman
From:     Marilyn Schwieterman <mschwieterman@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marilyn Schwieterman
862 Silverleaf Dr
Dayton, OH 45431-2921
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Unique ID:DDAB
Date:     2011-02-08-13-31
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Steve_Hudson
From:     Steve Hudson <nocturnalapostle@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Hudson
3181 Maize Rd
Columbus, OH 43224-3954
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Unique ID:B27B
Date:     2011-02-08-13-33
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Inger_Raaby
From:     Inger Raaby <i.s.raaby@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

We've got nothing to lose, and everything to win, on speeding up in
this direction!

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Inger Raaby
502 W Sherry Dr
Trotwood, OH 45426-3616
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Unique ID:DBAE
Date:     2011-02-08-13-36
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Judith_Willour
From:     Judith Willour <jwillour@earthlink.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Willour
7439 Case Ave
Mentor, OH 44060-5720
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Unique ID:8AAF
Date:     2011-02-08-13-37
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Greg_Terhune
From:     Greg Terhune <greg.terhune@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Terhune
1032 Mound St
Cincinnati, OH 45203-1470
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Unique ID:144A
Date:     2011-02-08-14-39
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Catherine_L_Carlin
From:     Catherine L Carlin <cathielc1@att.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Catherine L Carlin
21390 Robinhood Ave
Fairview Park, OH 44126-2743
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Unique ID:27B8
Date:     2011-02-08-14-39
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Tim_Luttermoser
From:     Tim Luttermoser <luttermosertj@my.hiram.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Luttermoser
3779 Merrymound Rd
South Euclid, OH 44121-1905
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Unique ID:D4EB
Date:     2011-02-08-14-39
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Karolyn_Schalk
From:     Karolyn Schalk <karolyn.schalk@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karolyn Schalk
6235 Orchard Ln
Cincinnati, OH 45213-1101
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Unique ID:CC89
Date:     2011-02-08-14-43
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       reed_oliver
From:     reed oliver <bjo-ih@cinci.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. reed oliver
6200 S Clippinger Dr
Cincinnati, OH 45243-3254
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Unique ID:A270
Date:     2011-02-08-14-45
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Julie_Thomas
From:     Julie Thomas <jethomas@ysu.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. Julie Thomas
1 University Plz
Youngstown, OH 44555-0001
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Unique ID:8FB9
Date:     2011-02-08-17-59
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Paul_Shanabarger
From:     Paul Shanabarger <pdshanny@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Shanabarger
11067 Unity Rd
New Springfield, OH 44443-9721
(330) 542-0036
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Unique ID:D0B9
Date:     2011-02-08-18-02
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       ed_gutfreund
From:     ed gutfreund <egutfreund@fuse.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. ed gutfreund
5081 Wooden Shoe Hollow Dr
Cincinnati, OH 45232-1627
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Unique ID:9444
Date:     2011-02-08-18-03
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       vera_maletic
From:     vera maletic <maletic.1@osu.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. vera maletic
345 E South St
Worthington, OH 43085-3770
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Unique ID:C372
Date:     2011-02-08-18-03
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Dawn_West
From:     Dawn West <dawngrrrl@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dawn West
407 S Wayne Ave
Columbus, OH 43204-3105
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Unique ID:65D6
Date:     2011-02-08-18-04
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Michael_Webb
From:     Michael Webb <mmwebb53@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. Michael Webb
1805 Yellow Pne
Amelia, OH 45102-2813
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Unique ID:EC6D
Date:     2011-02-08-18-09
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       JOSEPH_GAUDIO
From:     JOSEPH GAUDIO <jgaudio@fuse.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. JOSEPH GAUDIO
3901 Winding Way
Cincinnati, OH 45229-1917
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Unique ID:47F1
Date:     2011-02-08-18-41
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       tom_ballein
From:     tom ballein <tballein@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. tom ballein
2105 Onaoto Ave
Dayton, OH 45414-5246
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Unique ID:76D1
Date:     2011-02-08-18-41
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Donald_Hobson
From:     Donald Hobson <dhobson@neo.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. Our family is trying hard to do the right thing, i.e.
we installed solar panels on our home in 2006 and drive a Prius.  You
are headed into doing the right thing also.  The EPA's proposed common
sense rule to reduce emissions from the big polluters first will push
speedy action on global warming while spurring the development of clean
energy solutions.  It has to be done.  Now!

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. Donald Hobson
2391 Belleflower Dr
Alliance, OH 44601-4839
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Unique ID:9E20
Date:     2011-02-08-18-41
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Michael_Morgan
From:     Michael Morgan <mmorgan0678@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Morgan
2220 High St Apt 514
Cuyahoga Falls, OH 44221-2855



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-08-18-43-8C93.txt[2/15/2011 8:38:35 AM]

Unique ID:8C93
Date:     2011-02-08-18-43
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       mike_mckinney
From:     mike mckinney <rasmichael70@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. mike mckinney
588 Columbia Rd
Bay Village, OH 44140-2648
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Unique ID:5DB5
Date:     2011-02-08-18-44
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Nicole_Eppstein
From:     Nicole Eppstein <niceppst@umich.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nicole Eppstein
5103 Ford Ave
Toledo, OH 43612-3015
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Unique ID:CC57
Date:     2011-02-08-18-44
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Dawn_Florio
From:     Dawn Florio <florioski@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dawn Florio
8136 Maplegrove Ave
North Royalton, OH 44133-2074
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Unique ID:CDB7
Date:     2011-02-08-18-44
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Michael_Freeman
From:     Michael Freeman <csd64@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Freeman
4158 Larchview Dr
Cincinnati, OH 45236-1777
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Unique ID:4E5
Date:     2011-02-08-18-46
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Tony_Armeni
From:     Tony Armeni <tonyarmeni@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tony Armeni
1024 Mahoning Ave
Youngstown, OH 44502-1442
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Unique ID:5E20
Date:     2011-02-08-18-46
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Elizabeth_Unser
From:     Elizabeth Unser <emu1980@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Unser
345 Ottawa Ave
Westerville, OH 43081-2331
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Unique ID:C29E
Date:     2011-02-08-19-12
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Ali_Boraby
From:     Ali Boraby <calebscorner@bex.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ali Boraby
2085 S Kennison Dr
Toledo, OH 43609-1919
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Unique ID:FB44
Date:     2011-02-08-19-12
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Sharon_Hone
From:     Sharon Hone <honemedia@sssnet.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sharon Hone
9586 Pondera St NW
Massillon, OH 44646-9001
(330) 854-0245
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Unique ID:75D5
Date:     2011-02-08-19-14
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Racheal_Colllmer
From:     Racheal Colllmer <trustingod1023@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. So we can take a step in the direction
it starts here,it will make a major change in our environment for
safety so just wanted to thank you again for moving in the right
direction.God Bless you.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Racheal Colllmer
242 Betz Rd
Columbus, OH 43207-2933



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-08-19-15-9311.txt[2/15/2011 8:38:36 AM]

Unique ID:9311
Date:     2011-02-08-19-15
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Sara_-_Roland_Pandolfi
From:     Sara & Roland Pandolfi <sararoland@oberlin.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara & Roland Pandolfi
165 Hollywood St
Oberlin, OH 44074-1009
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Unique ID:F20C
Date:     2011-02-08-19-16
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Dale_Lennon
From:     Dale Lennon <dlennon@neo.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dale Lennon
1995 Carlton Rd
Kent, OH 44240-4261
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Unique ID:11BC
Date:     2011-02-08-19-36
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Laura_Brennan
From:     Laura Brennan <brennanlkb@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Brennan
159 Park Dr
Dayton, OH 45410-1313
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Unique ID:B0C
Date:     2011-02-08-19-36
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Claralice_Wolf
From:     Claralice Wolf <claralice@wcoil.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Do you serve us, the people, or the big industries? If you serve the
people, you'll work to control the big industries.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Claralice Wolf
700 Maple Crest Ct # 103
Bluffton, OH 45817-8552
(419) 358-0181
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Unique ID:C86D
Date:     2011-02-08-19-36
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Anne_Marie_Keller
From:     Anne Marie Keller <kellfam3@wowway.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Marie Keller
924 Timberman Rd
Columbus, OH 43212-3820
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Unique ID:D0FD
Date:     2011-02-08-19-36
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Martha_Adams
From:     Martha Adams <adams-martha@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Martha Adams
5739 Dorr St Apt 302
Toledo, OH 43615-3479
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Unique ID:D11D
Date:     2011-02-08-19-36
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Treon_Christine
From:     Treon Christine <cwctreon@one.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.  We care
deeply about this, as parents, grandparents and members of our
Cincinnati community

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Treon Christine
2008 Lakeview Ct
Cincinnati, OH 45242-6403
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Unique ID:1970
Date:     2011-02-08-20-26
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       diana_leigh
From:     diana leigh <dianaleigh@roadrunner.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. diana leigh
3707 Townley Rd
Shaker Heights, OH 44122-5121
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Unique ID:2B62
Date:     2011-02-08-20-26
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Michael_Cook
From:     Michael Cook <cookiedabookie@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Cook
1212 Cranford Ave
Lakewood, OH 44107-2308
(216) 521-3358
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Unique ID:7E76
Date:     2011-02-08-20-26
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Anne_Morganstern
From:     Anne Morganstern <morganstern.2@osu.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.  The
need to take strong measures to control emissions becomes more evident
every day of the present harsh winter--the worst I have seen since
moving to Ohio in 1973.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment.  Currently, only a handful of pollution
sources, including coal power plants, are responsible for more than
half of all of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right
here in Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and
threats to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy solutions
that will provide new jobs while helping to alleviate global warming.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anne Morganstern
70 Webster Park Ave
Columbus, OH 43214-3513
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Unique ID:D976
Date:     2011-02-08-20-28
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       David_Lewis
From:     David Lewis <loopyone@oh.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Planet Before Profit!

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Lewis
24225 Knickerbocker Rd
Bay Village, OH 44140-2820
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Unique ID:FE81
Date:     2011-02-08-20-30
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       David_Slawson
From:     David Slawson <david_slawson@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

We can reduce the use, and expense, of fossil fuels by bringing our
homes and workplaces up to the highest standards of insulation and
air-tightness of doors and windows. Any money we put into this will be
well spent, and reduce utility bills and greenhouse gases over the
years. It would be beneficial to keep programs that give tax credits,
and to help those with low income through programs that enlist
volunteers, such as Habitat for Humanity. If we don't tackle this
problem now with an effort equivalent to that of WW2, we will pay a
price that most of us today cannot imagine.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Slawson
991 Ridgeview Dr
Seven Hills, OH 44131-5629
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Unique ID:2C17
Date:     2011-02-08-21-31
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Peter_Poulos
From:     Peter Poulos <poulosps@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. Peter Poulos
7858 Trailwind Dr
Cincinnati, OH 45242-5007
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Unique ID:DB96
Date:     2011-02-08-21-31
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Stephen_Zabor
From:     Stephen Zabor <zaborsl@hiram.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. Stephen Zabor
6709 Wakefield
Hiram, OH 44234
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Unique ID:D4CA
Date:     2011-02-08-21-33
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Val_Zampedro
From:     Val Zampedro <vzampedro@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Val Zampedro
1752 Pine Tree St S Apt F
Columbus, OH 43229-3780
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Unique ID:78A3
Date:     2011-02-08-21-36
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Pamela_Tate
From:     Pamela Tate <pamelamdt@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Tate
1816 Stewart Ave
Cambridge, OH 43725-2051
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Unique ID:7943
Date:     2011-02-08-21-36
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Shawn_Wykle
From:     Shawn Wykle <walkingstranger@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Shawn Wykle
1920 N Bridge St
Apt 303
Chillicothe, OH 45601-4138
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Unique ID:669A
Date:     2011-02-08-22-36
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Kenneth_Adler
From:     Kenneth Adler <khadler@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kenneth Adler
4913 Harroun Rd
Sylvania, OH 43560-2197
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Unique ID:48C
Date:     2011-02-08-22-39
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Sheila_Peebles
From:     Sheila Peebles <speeb2424@adelphia.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheila Peebles
334 Janice Dr
Berea, OH 44017-2021
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Unique ID:6ED9
Date:     2011-02-08-22-43
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Anna_Price
From:     Anna Price <price712@comcast.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anna Price
15755 Annesley Rd
East Liverpool, OH 43920-9104
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Unique ID:6F39
Date:     2011-02-08-22-43
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Frank_Rosenwein
From:     Frank Rosenwein <rosenwein@mac.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Rosenwein
1912 Parkway Dr
Cleveland, OH 44118-2051
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Unique ID:7AE1
Date:     2011-02-08-22-45
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Judy_Vershum
From:     Judy Vershum <sonrouff@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judy Vershum
3726 Joyce Ann Dr
Youngstown, OH 44511-3381
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Unique ID:CBBA
Date:     2011-02-08-23-52
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Margaret_Morris
From:     Margaret Morris <margaretm@fuse.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Morris
9816 Old Chimney Ct
Cincinnati, OH 45241-3859
(513) 871-7107
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Unique ID:F0A1
Date:     2011-02-08-23-52
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       heiderose_forby
From:     heiderose forby <paris4me2@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,
heiderose forby
1683 e. weber rd
columbus, OH 43211-1539
United States

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. heiderose forby
1683 E Weber Rd
Columbus, OH 43211-1539
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Unique ID:32A7
Date:     2011-02-08-23-53
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       David_Strasser
From:     David Strasser <dstrz13@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Strasser
1527 Hunters Chase Dr Apt 1B
Westlake, OH 44145-6117
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Unique ID:6FB0
Date:     2011-02-08-23-54
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Joseph_Wessling
From:     Joseph Wessling <wessling@fuse.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Wessling
1020 Lenox Pl
Cincinnati, OH 45229-1912
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Unique ID:4EB
Date:     2011-02-08-23-56
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Barbara_Scholl
From:     Barbara Scholl <spirit_guide1252@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Scholl
727 E 5th Ave
Lancaster, OH 43130-3221
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Unique ID:6447
Date:     2011-02-09-00-00
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jen_DeVere_Warner
From:     Jen DeVere Warner <harbortrees@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jen DeVere Warner
114 Pennsylvania Ave
Delaware, OH 43015-1213
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Unique ID:993F
Date:     2011-02-09-00-01
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Ed_George
From:     Ed George <drpepper@nacs.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed George
17603 Fernshaw Ave
Cleveland, OH 44111-4147
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Unique ID:28A5
Date:     2011-02-09-00-57
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jason_Langdon
From:     Jason Langdon <jason@jasonlangdon.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Langdon
1733 Beech Grove Dr
Cincinnati, OH 45233-4909
(513) 922-3060
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Unique ID:EA99
Date:     2011-02-09-00-58
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Dawn_Spencer
From:     Dawn Spencer <dspencer2@oh.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dawn Spencer
532 Case Ave
Elyria, OH 44035-7202
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Unique ID:8006
Date:     2011-02-09-00-59
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Timothy_Mobley
From:     Timothy Mobley <timothy.c.mobley@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 8, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Timothy Mobley
566 S 3rd St Apt 2F
Coshocton, OH 43812-2011
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Unique ID:6280
Date:     2011-02-09-01-04
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Stephen_Namkoong
From:     Stephen Namkoong <alefturnow@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Namkoong
15707 Detroit Ave
Lakewood, OH 44107-3743
(216) 374-4877
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Unique ID:11A2
Date:     2011-02-09-01-06
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       judy_whitley
From:     judy whitley <whitley4244@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. judy whitley
535 County Road 3
Chesapeake, OH 45619-7835
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Unique ID:84DB
Date:     2011-02-09-01-10
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jason_Thomas
From:     Jason Thomas <thomas.jj@usa.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Thomas
4243 Weller Dr
Bellbrook, OH 45305-1336
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Unique ID:4D7E
Date:     2011-02-09-01-14
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Mark_Skinner
From:     Mark Skinner <mskinner9@columbus.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Skinner
31 Smith Pl
Columbus, OH 43201-3232
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Unique ID:5D01
Date:     2011-02-09-01-15
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Patricia_Haberich
From:     Patricia Haberich <plawsonhaberich@yahoo.de>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

There is no doubt that global warming is a reality.  The American
Association for the Advancement of Science and the National Academy of
the Sciences both agree on this point.  There are fewer scientists on
the opposing side and more industry figures and lobbyists with a vested
interest, as well as right-wing pundits.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

We, the residents of Ohio, are very grateful for the EPA's action to
help preserve our air-quality and reduce global warming.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Haberich
198 N Remington Rd
Bexley, OH 43209-1443
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Unique ID:E0A2
Date:     2011-02-09-02-16
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Marcia_Rock
From:     Marcia Rock <marciakrn@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcia Rock
4207 Kinsey Rd
Englewood, OH 45322-2612
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Unique ID:D873
Date:     2011-02-09-02-19
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Lee_Jifu
From:     Lee Jifu <jlprater888@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for remembering our home is also planet Earth.  Smaller
considerations and compassion really makes a statement for others to
heed.  Just as one has compassion for the smaller things within their
family's home you too can assist our larger home- the Earth byr moving
forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping emissions from large
sources such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lee Jifu
4872 Lake Forest Blvd
Westerville, OH 43081-8281
(614) 423-8544
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Unique ID:E22F
Date:     2011-02-09-02-19
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       R.N._Sarah_Keatts
From:     "Sarah Keatts, R.N." <sarahlou22@neo.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sarah Keatts, R.N.
422 N Munroe Rd
Tallmadge, OH 44278-1530
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Unique ID:BF25
Date:     2011-02-09-02-22
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Alan_and_Kathy_Borchart
From:     Alan and Kathy Borchart <borchar@wans.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan and Kathy Borchart
11900 Darby Creek Rd
Orient, OH 43146-9795
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Unique ID:7254
Date:     2011-02-09-02-27
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Branden_Floyd
From:     Branden Floyd <comluc.x@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Branden Floyd
3150 Slate Stone Rd
Cable, OH 43009-9754
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Unique ID:ED72
Date:     2011-02-09-03-27
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Ann_C._McGill
From:     "Ann C. McGill" <annmcgill@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ann C. McGill
1947 Rocklyn Dr
Brunswick, OH 44212-4071
(330) 225-2053
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Unique ID:5AC
Date:     2011-02-09-03-35
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Kathy_Schafer
From:     Kathy Schafer <kdschafer_@msn.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Schafer
430 E Lane Ave
Columbus, OH 43201-6705



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-09-03-36-AAE8.txt[2/15/2011 8:38:44 AM]

Unique ID:AAE8
Date:     2011-02-09-03-36
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Maria_Stahl
From:     Maria Stahl <metsss@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maria Stahl
605 Empire St
Montpelier, OH 43543-1414



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-09-03-43-48F9.txt[2/15/2011 8:38:44 AM]

Unique ID:48F9
Date:     2011-02-09-03-43
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Richard_Teeple
From:     Richard Teeple <rcteep@frontier.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Teeple
209 E Parklane Ave
Bradner, OH 43406-9761
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Unique ID:B0FC
Date:     2011-02-09-03-44
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Chris_Rea
From:     Chris Rea <gilbyrea@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Rea
2801 Exmoor Rd
Address Line 2
Columbus, OH 43221-3053
(614) 607-5898
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Unique ID:5368
Date:     2011-02-09-04-04
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Brent_Carothers
From:     Brent Carothers <phoenix777.brent@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

I spent my summers in high sulfur coal country in southeastern Ohio and
witnessed the devastation of strip mining.  The stench of coal burning
for heat and cooking permeates my memories to this day.

My father passed away last Thursday during the aftermath of the ice
storm which disrupted our electric service for five days, we were not
able to maintain power to his life support system.

The carbon footprint from burning coal has resulted in higher carbon
emissions and dramatically impacted the ecosystem thus resulting in
severe weather changes, polluting not only the air we breath, but also
affecting crop production and our food supply.

I urge the Ohio EPA to implement strict limitations on carbon emissions
- and specifically prosecute those responsible for non-compliance.

Perhaps we should consider converting coal-fired power plants to
natural gas as a compromise until the technology is enhanced to
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generate electric power in a clean and safely implemented systematic
conversion eliminating the use of fossil fuels.

Humankind must accept the responsibility of environmental stewardship
and raise the corporate consciencious to diligently pursue a cleaner
environment.  Our planet is imperiled, the time has arrived for all of
us to work together toward not just a reduction of carbon emissions -
but the total elimination of them.

How many more people are going to perish due to exposure to carbon
emissions before a solution is attained?

Once again I respectfully urge the Ohio EPA to enhance the efforts to
eliminate carbon emissions - and strictly enforce the rule of law
against those who violate the efforts and provisions provided in the
legal mandate we the people are demanding from our state government.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brent Carothers
3956 Ennis Cir NE
Canton, OH 44705-2864
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Unique ID:AB4D
Date:     2011-02-09-04-06
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Dennis_Gadowski
From:     Dennis Gadowski <dengad@windstream.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Gadowski
10039 S.R. 700 # 26
Mantua, OH 44255
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Unique ID:B6B6
Date:     2011-02-09-04-09
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Ritsu_Kondo
From:     Ritsu Kondo <ritsukondo@netscape.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ritsu Kondo
2099 Tamarin Dr
Columbus, OH 43235-8312
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Unique ID:F625
Date:     2011-02-09-04-54
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Shannon_Mayfield-Chapin
From:     Shannon Mayfield-Chapin <astrochick2112@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shannon Mayfield-Chapin
969 Hickory Rd
Heath, OH 43056-1742
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Unique ID:7E49
Date:     2011-02-09-04-58
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Natalie_A._Carter
From:     "Natalie A. Carter" <ncarter79@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Natalie A. Carter
562 Maple Ave
Newark, OH 43055-5936
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Unique ID:EF7
Date:     2011-02-09-05-12
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Michael_Markic
From:     Michael Markic <markicmj@pacbell.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Markic
10608 Parkhurst Dr
Cleveland, OH 44111-3658
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Unique ID:CFCF
Date:     2011-02-09-05-30
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Rebecca_Pint
From:     Rebecca Pint <rapint@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Pint
899 Quarry Dr
Akron, OH 44307-2241
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Unique ID:3163
Date:     2011-02-09-05-33
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       suzanne_tishkoff
From:     suzanne tishkoff <softa6@roadrunner.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. suzanne tishkoff
2620 S Green Rd
Beachwood, OH 44122-1536
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Unique ID:8086
Date:     2011-02-09-05-38
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       ._Lieberman
From:     ". Lieberman" <roblou10@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Ohio will have
more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats to agriculture due
to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Please continue to push for an end to global warming

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. . Lieberman
3034 Yorkshire Rd
Cleveland Heights, OH 44118-2428
(216) 371-2737
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Unique ID:9392
Date:     2011-02-09-05-40
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Tim_Collingwood
From:     Tim Collingwood <tc71087@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Collingwood
7380 Walters Rd
Hudson, OH 44236-1145
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Unique ID:9434
Date:     2011-02-09-06-00
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Rachael_Erickson
From:     Rachael Erickson <rerickso@kent.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Miss Rachael Erickson
6221 1st Ave
Kent, OH 44240-2963
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Unique ID:DCCE
Date:     2011-02-09-06-02
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Monique_Duphil
From:     Monique Duphil <mduphil@oberlin.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Monique Duphil
265 W College St
Oberlin, OH 44074-1533
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Unique ID:40AD
Date:     2011-02-09-06-45
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jill_Moorhead
From:     Jill Moorhead <jillmoor@insight.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jill Moorhead
5338 Apple Ridge Pl
Westerville, OH 43081-8814
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Unique ID:87EC
Date:     2011-02-09-06-46
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Steven_Simmons
From:     Steven Simmons <steves49@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Simmons
173 James River Rd
Dayton, OH 45434-4228
(937) 426-3301
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Unique ID:1640
Date:     2011-02-09-06-55
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       kimberlee_lloyd
From:     kimberlee lloyd <klloyd3@bex.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. kimberlee lloyd
1045 Brookview Dr # 1
Toledo, OH 43615-8511
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Unique ID:F56B
Date:     2011-02-09-07-08
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       David_-_Mrs._Carol_Moudry
From:     "David & Mrs. Carol Moudry" <dave_moudry@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. David & Mrs. Carol Moudry
2595 Sand Run Pkwy
Fairlawn, OH 44333-3745
(330) 836-0317
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Unique ID:4E41
Date:     2011-02-09-07-15
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Miriam_Hopping-Werner
From:     Miriam Hopping-Werner <mhopping@bex.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

I understand from one of Senator Sherrod Brown's office staff, that
while he is of course in strong support of the federal Clean Air Act,
he is concerned about deadlines to meet EPA standards, because they may
not, or will not give Ohio plants enough time to re-tool--something
like that.  If this is true for the Ohio EPA plans as well, please take
this into consideration.  Thank you.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Miriam Hopping-Werner
6955 Dorr St Ste 77
Toledo, OH 43615-4154
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Unique ID:BF4D
Date:     2011-02-09-07-18
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Maria_McGlashan
From:     Maria McGlashan <mslizziebug@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

How about solar and wind energy? it would create jobs and help the
environment at the same time. Something has to be done.. our air is
polluted as well as our water.. and we are buried on our own garbage.

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maria McGlashan
1253 Saint Charles Ave
Lakewood, OH 44107-2532
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Unique ID:6DAE
Date:     2011-02-09-07-36
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Vicky_Locke
From:     Vicky Locke <duara67@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

I urge the Ohio EPA to move forward with its rules to reduce global
warming emissions

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vicky Locke
32 Providence Dr Apt 15
Fairfield, OH 45014-6652
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Unique ID:9BC5
Date:     2011-02-09-07-48
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       deborah_volk
From:     deborah volk <wjvinns@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. deborah volk
1548 Pullan Ave
Cincinnati, OH 45223-2167
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Unique ID:8DB1
Date:     2011-02-09-08-05
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Suzanne_Leboeuf
From:     Suzanne Leboeuf <suzelectrowell@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Leboeuf
864 Delia Ave
Akron, OH 44320-2217
(330) 836-8869
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Unique ID:56DE
Date:     2011-02-09-08-09
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       David_Smith
From:     David Smith <dsmith0174@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Smith
444 Caruthers Rd
Tallmadge, OH 44278-3049
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Unique ID:5342
Date:     2011-02-09-08-15
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Tamara_Overholt
From:     Tamara Overholt <raven2moon@embarqmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tamara Overholt
1645 Township Road 216
Bellefontaine, OH 43311-9601
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Unique ID:B6F3
Date:     2011-02-09-08-44
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Sue_Mcgrath
From:     Sue Mcgrath <suzmcgr@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sue Mcgrath
27030 Midland Rd
Bay Village, OH 44140-2312
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Unique ID:C7B0
Date:     2011-02-09-08-55
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Marge_Hepburn
From:     Marge Hepburn <mahepburn@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marge Hepburn
43573 Crestview Rd
Columbiana, OH 44408-9545
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Unique ID:9571
Date:     2011-02-09-09-17
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       john_Barry
From:     john Barry <sfj111@msn.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. john Barry
5685 Kennard Rd
Seville, OH 44273-9538
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Unique ID:82E4
Date:     2011-02-09-09-31
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Steven_Skal
From:     Steven Skal <sskal@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

We really need to protect our air, water, and land.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Skal
630 Churchill Ave
D
Columbus, OH 43214-1967
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Unique ID:8E97
Date:     2011-02-09-09-37
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Eden_Beck
From:     Eden Beck <edenbeck08@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eden Beck
401 Stanbery Ave
Columbus, OH 43209-1061
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Unique ID:D5B5
Date:     2011-02-09-09-40
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       James_Pilewski
From:     James Pilewski <jimpilewski@ameritech.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.
The EPA used to stand up for everyone's health.  How about showingf
some courage for every Ohioan.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Pilewski
210 Traymore Blvd
Eastlake, OH 44095-1028
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Unique ID:E2DB
Date:     2011-02-09-09-41
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jacob_Brest
From:     Jacob Brest <jbrest@kinetico.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jacob Brest
7724 Noble Rd
Windsor, OH 44099-9751
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Unique ID:FC99
Date:     2011-02-09-10-26
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Donna_R._Schall
From:     "Donna R. Schall" <donnaschall@earthlink.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna R. Schall
1956 Maple Rd
Stow, OH 44224-4633
(330) 688-5049
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Unique ID:F94F
Date:     2011-02-09-10-35
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       John_Dierig
From:     John Dierig <jmdierig@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Dierig
610 Carrington Pl
Apt 207
Loveland, OH 45140-8671
(513) 583-5885
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Unique ID:1BD9
Date:     2011-02-09-10-39
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Perry_Phillips
From:     Perry Phillips <perry.phillips@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

As we learned in a recent copy of the Scene magazine,
http://m.clevescene.com/gyrobase/dead-wood/Content?oid=2290776, the
plan to use trees to meet 'renewable energy' standards is a fool's
plan. Lack of oversight, lack of appropriate regulations, and lack of
appropriate regulatory agencies has put the EPA in an embarrassing
light. Based on my reading the the Scene article above, the EPA appears
to be corrupt and should fire some of its agents who appear to be
working for corporations, not for public safety.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

We should reject the plans to meet goals to reduce emissions by cutting
down trees in a manner that is clearly unsustainable.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Perry Phillips
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Unique ID:D33E
Date:     2011-02-09-10-51
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Peter_Wallin
From:     Peter Wallin <pcw2002@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Wallin
664 N Grant St
Wooster, OH 44691-2823
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Unique ID:44BA
Date:     2011-02-09-10-53
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Stephen_Farmer
From:     Stephen Farmer <spfarmer@roadrunner.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Farmer
369 Dutch Ridge Rd
Portsmouth, OH 45662-8735
(740) 776-3441
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Unique ID:E185
Date:     2011-02-09-11-10
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       mark_welsh
From:     mark welsh <marcotah@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. mark welsh
PO Box 7705
Columbus, OH 43207-0705
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Unique ID:486C
Date:     2011-02-09-11-11
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Ann_Byrd
From:     Ann Byrd <byrdhouse9@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Byrd
1566 Beaverbrook Dr
Beavercreek, OH 45432-2102
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Unique ID:2285
Date:     2011-02-09-11-16
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Karen_Miller
From:     Karen Miller <rackinghorse@webtv.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Miller
609 Skaggs Rd
Londonderry, OH 45647-9751
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Unique ID:10AF
Date:     2011-02-09-11-22
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Dennis_Ring
From:     Dennis Ring <dring0377@wowway.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Ring
901 Lakeland Dr
Westerville, OH 43081-4221
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Unique ID:80FF
Date:     2011-02-09-11-22
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jim_Miller
From:     Jim Miller <j1im@webtv.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Miller
609 Skaggs Rd
Londonderry, OH 45647-9751
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Unique ID:F520
Date:     2011-02-09-12-04
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Lisa_Whalen
From:     Lisa Whalen <bossalmw@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Whalen
3451 Shroyer Rd
Kettering, OH 45429-2757
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Unique ID:36F6
Date:     2011-02-09-12-11
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Vivian_Gassan
From:     Vivian Gassan <tolebelle@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Vivian Gassan
1691 State Route 43
Mogadore, OH 44260-8841
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Unique ID:3B19
Date:     2011-02-09-12-27
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Maria_Smith
From:     Maria Smith <bunnymaria69@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maria Smith
1323 W 111th St
Cleveland, OH 44102-1528
(216) 226-8873
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Unique ID:5421
Date:     2011-02-09-12-56
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Ira_Weiss
From:     Ira Weiss <iweiss@insight.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ira Weiss
11735 Eddington Ave
Pickerington, OH 43147-9194
(614) 864-0808
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Unique ID:B290
Date:     2011-02-09-12-56
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jill_Brotman
From:     Jill Brotman <jrbrotman@msn.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

I very much regret that I cannot attend the public hearing, but I thank
you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion
every year to import coal. This means that the money leaves our state
and the pollution stays.

We need to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jill Brotman
2075 Coventry Rd
Cleveland Heights, OH 44118-2410
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Unique ID:81D5
Date:     2011-02-09-13-13
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Romkje_Attema
From:     Romkje Attema <romkje@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

One easy way to help reduce global warming on a smaller scale is to
re-instate the grants available for homeowners to install solar panel
systems on their homes.  This will reduce our need to import coal and
reduce pollution.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. Romkje Attema
1227 Roland Rd
Lyndhurst, OH 44124-1233
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Unique ID:93AC
Date:     2011-02-09-13-14
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Cathy_Crumley
From:     Cathy Crumley <wagcrum@bex.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Pro developing sustainable, renewable energy resources and regulating
emissions from coal-fired plants, which emit pollution and heat
trapping gasses into the air.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathy Crumley
2243 Merrimac
Toledo, OH 43606
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Unique ID:DF7E
Date:     2011-02-09-13-23
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Kathleen_Morris
From:     Kathleen Morris <kmorris@ohnurses.org>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathleen Morris
181 E Beechwold Blvd
Columbus, OH 43214-2107
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Unique ID:80A0
Date:     2011-02-09-13-24
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Janice_Tinkham
From:     Janice Tinkham <tinkhamj@ohio.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janice Tinkham
6116 US Highway 33
Athens, OH 45701-9668
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Unique ID:6358
Date:     2011-02-09-13-27
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Gay_Marie_Goden
From:     Gay Marie Goden <maxibemis@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gay Marie Goden
18951 Abby Ave
Euclid, OH 44119-1732
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Unique ID:23
Date:     2011-02-09-14-35
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Theresa_Jaskowiak
From:     Theresa Jaskowiak <bettybooptez@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Theresa Jaskowiak
3213 Quentin Dr
Youngstown, OH 44511-1203
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Unique ID:CA50
Date:     2011-02-09-14-35
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Carolyn_Horvath
From:     Carolyn Horvath <ch.tjl99@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Horvath
1709 W 69th St
Cleveland, OH 44102-2957
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Unique ID:3BB1
Date:     2011-02-09-14-41
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Stephen_Zerefos
From:     Stephen Zerefos <sgz@bshm-architects.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Zerefos
1770 Beechwood St NE
Warren, OH 44483-4134
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Unique ID:9D24
Date:     2011-02-09-14-41
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jean_Nadeau
From:     Jean Nadeau <jnadeau@freedoniagroup.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Nadeau
4237 Verona Rd
South Euclid, OH 44121-3111
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Unique ID:7381
Date:     2011-02-09-14-44
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       JILL_BOGGS
From:     JILL BOGGS <jillboggs@roadrunner.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. JILL BOGGS
812 Spring Water Dr
Akron, OH 44333-1452
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Unique ID:B3CA
Date:     2011-02-09-15-00
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Bobbi_Seymour
From:     Bobbi Seymour <bseymour@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power!. The
EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce emissions from the big
polluters first will push speedy action on global warming while
spurring the development of clean energy solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bobbi Seymour
308 Goodrich Rd
Bellevue, OH 44811-1135
(567) 267-0206
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Unique ID:5906
Date:     2011-02-09-15-45
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Mary_McCalla
From:     Mary McCalla <mhrmc@oberlin.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from  coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Only a handful of pollution sources, including coal
power plants, are responsible for MORE than HALF of all of the global
warming emissions in the US. Here in Ohio, we can expect more severe
storms, dangerous flooding, and threats to agriculture due to climate
change.

We spend in Ohio almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, RENEWABLE RESOURCES -- wind and solar power-- to meet our
needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce emissions from
the big polluters first will push speedy action while spurring the
development of clean energy solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary McCalla
91 Kendal Dr
Oberlin, OH 44074-1904
(440) 774-1798
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Unique ID:72C5
Date:     2011-02-09-15-54
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Barbara_O'Donnell
From:     Barbara O'Donnell <bodonnell@humilityofmary.org>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara O'Donnell
Sisters of the Humility of Mary
253 School St Apt 1
Hubbard, OH 44425-1715
(330) 534-3429
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Unique ID:2223
Date:     2011-02-09-15-55
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Mark_Chafin
From:     Mark Chafin <mactns@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Chafin
191 Founders Ct
Gahanna, OH 43230-5076
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Unique ID:6ECC
Date:     2011-02-09-15-57
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Herbert_Gross
From:     Herbert Gross <handjgross@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Herbert Gross
287 Frontenac Pl
Worthington, OH 43085-3818
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Unique ID:699E
Date:     2011-02-09-16-03
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Laina_Lamb
From:     Laina Lamb <laina.lamb@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laina Lamb
2273 Kilchurn Dr
Marion, OH 43302-8739
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Unique ID:735A
Date:     2011-02-09-16-05
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Charlea_Quin
From:     Charlea Quin <lea.quin@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Charlea Quin
406 Park Ave
Prospect, OH 43342-9712
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Unique ID:DFF
Date:     2011-02-09-16-13
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Kim_Selvage
From:     Kim Selvage <selvagk@nationwide.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kim Selvage
622 Lakeview Dr S
Grove City, OH 43123-9340



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-09-16-15-54BF.txt[2/15/2011 8:38:56 AM]

Unique ID:54BF
Date:     2011-02-09-16-15
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Mark_Elliott
From:     Mark Elliott <elliottwrestle@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Elliott
3730 N US Highway 68
Urbana, OH 43078-9317
(937) 652-1691
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Unique ID:5DC
Date:     2011-02-09-16-15
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Johannah_Hupp-Clark
From:     Johannah Hupp-Clark <abaileymd@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Johannah Hupp-Clark
22900 Caves Rd
Gambier, OH 43022-9786
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Unique ID:BFC5
Date:     2011-02-09-17-16
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Cheryl_Mason-Middleton
From:     Cheryl Mason-Middleton <yoni-1@empathosnation.org>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cheryl Mason-Middleton
2441 Summit St
Columbus, OH 43202-2726
(614) 263-2606
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Unique ID:EB73
Date:     2011-02-09-17-16
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Mary_Gutzwiller
From:     Mary Gutzwiller <gutzsc@fuse.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

It is time the Environmental Protection Agency starts PROTECTING us
citizens from corporations which would gladly take away our rights and
take over our country...for PROFITS.   Add to this that these behemoths
are killing our atmosphere, our planet, and US by polluting the air we
breathe and destroying our Earthen home.  Wind and solar power are ours
for the taking.  Why not?

(Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.)

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Gutzwiller
831 Neeb Rd Apt 4
Cincinnati, OH 45233-4669
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Unique ID:1947
Date:     2011-02-09-17-17
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Brian_Erickson
From:     Brian Erickson <brian_erickson@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Erickson
335 E Longview Ave
Columbus, OH 43202-1256
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Unique ID:52A6
Date:     2011-02-09-17-18
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       anita_clary
From:     anita clary <aclary@kent.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. anita clary
411 Ivan Dr
Kent, OH 44240-4413
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Unique ID:B879
Date:     2011-02-09-17-22
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Chuck_Shiebler
From:     Chuck Shiebler <shiebler.1@osu.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chuck Shiebler
5619 Chapman Ct
Hilliard, OH 43026-8507
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Unique ID:282B
Date:     2011-02-09-18-02
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Charles_Chlysta_III
From:     Charles Chlysta III <cchlysta3@adelphia.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

One of the major actions should be to recognize that there is no such
thing as clean coal.  It is responsible for degrading our environment
in all phases of use.
The mining of coal causes major destruction of living ecosystems.  The
burning of coal not only releases more CO2 than any other fuel but it
also releases mercury and more radioactivity than any properly
functioning nuclear reactor.
Finally the disposal of the coal ash has produced major and widespread
impacts on our environment.  Coal ash in a waste dump in Uniontown,
Ohio is releasing hexavalent chromium at levels that are 15 times the
federal drinking water standard and they have been increasing. Ohio
with its 23 coal-fired power plants is number 1 in the US for the
release of chromium and chromium compounds from electric utilities.  In
addition 39 sites in 21 states have found coal ash contaminating
drinking water with toxic metals like arsenic and the problem has been
found to be more pervasive than previously thought.  Uninontown is on
that list.
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We need to move with due haste to shut down coal fired power plant and
replace them with alternative  forms of electric power generation that
do not release CO2 or any of the other offending substances.  That
should include moving to modular nuclear power plants as proposed by
Senator George Voinovich.

Finally, the use of natural gas SHOULD NOT be considered as an
alternative.  Using it to generate electricity simply wastes at least
50% of the energy available in this valuable fuel but it also produces
CO2.  It should be strictly reserved for use in home and individual
buildings where 90% of its energy can be used for heating and cooking.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Chlysta III
9175 Infirmary Rd
Ravenna, OH 44266-9767
(330) 626-9742
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Unique ID:30E1
Date:     2011-02-09-18-17
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jennifer_Pritchard
From:     Jennifer Pritchard <mpritch735@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jennifer Pritchard
530 Gray Park Dr
Fostoria, OH 44830-1626
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Unique ID:3321
Date:     2011-02-09-18-17
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       David_Greene
From:     David Greene <dgreene624@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern

To Mr.  Ahern,

I want and demand regulations to reduce heat-trapping emissions from
large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.  The coal industry has
been one of the worst polluters and should be responsible for its
damage to public health and the environment.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Greene
806 Francis Ave
Columbus, OH 43209-5412
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Unique ID:F380
Date:     2011-02-09-18-17
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Lisabeth_Robinson
From:     Lisabeth Robinson <robinsonl@wra.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lisabeth Robinson
115 College St
Hudson, OH 44236-2926
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Unique ID:3377
Date:     2011-02-09-18-24
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Von_Vu
From:     Von Vu <newsohio@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Von Vu
5781 Mill Crest Ct
Hamilton, OH 45011-6209
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Unique ID:6266
Date:     2011-02-09-18-25
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       GC_Burton
From:     GC Burton <gcb@fivesistersproductions.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

As parents of two toddlers, we are deeply concerned about climate
change and the impacts it will have on our environment -- on the
quality of life, on the economy, and on health issues.

Climate change is happening, and we are well overdue in the US for
taking serious action to try to curb it and its impacts as much as
possible. We cannot afford to be ostriches with heads in the sand
anymore.

Twenty years ago, I thought that if business could wake up and realize
what a terrible impact climate change would have on their income, they
would lobby for change at the frontlines.  Now we are seeing some of
that impact from sudden ice storms, then fast heat waves -- the
extremes of weather create terrible business loss, and this will be one
of the major problems we will all face now.

Coal is an antiquated form of energy, and we need to prioritize phasing
it out.  Right now, coal and other power plants are responsible for
more than half of all of the global warming emissions in the US.  In
Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This means
that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays.

Instead of losing money to importing coal, we could be establishing
Ohio as a leader in clean energy -- wind and solar power.  We could
even not just meet our own state's needs, but help meet the country's,
and thus avoid the endless struggle over oil in the middle east, etc.
National security, anyone?

The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce emissions from the big
polluters first will push speedy action on global warming while
spurring the development of clean energy solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. GC Burton
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Unique ID:ADC4
Date:     2011-02-09-18-38
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Lisa_Burroughs
From:     Lisa Burroughs <betras.tl@roadrunner.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lisa Burroughs
20 Arcola Dr
Ashtabula, OH 44004-2002
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Unique ID:38D4
Date:     2011-02-09-18-47
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Dawn_Kosec
From:     Dawn Kosec <dawnkosec@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dawn Kosec
1895 Innwood Dr
Austintown, OH 44515-4839
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Unique ID:6855
Date:     2011-02-09-18-47
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Crystal_Lee
From:     Crystal Lee <crystal549@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Crystal Lee
2104 Connecticut Ave
Youngstown, OH 44509-1529
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Unique ID:69B5
Date:     2011-02-09-18-47
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Glenn_Friedman
From:     Glenn Friedman <glefri@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mr. Glenn Friedman
14717 Grapeland Ave
Cleveland, OH 44111-2130
(216) 671-8550
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Unique ID:E9FA
Date:     2011-02-09-18-54
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       lucy_Jury
From:     lucy Jury <mirzoyanlus@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. lucy Jury
2476 Sand Run Pkwy
Fairlawn, OH 44333-3866
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Unique ID:BAF5
Date:     2011-02-09-19-06
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       jacki_masar
From:     jacki masar <jmmasar@msn.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. jacki masar
11037 Linwood Rd
Bowling Green, OH 43402-8826
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Unique ID:FBD
Date:     2011-02-09-19-09
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Toby_Ann_Reese
From:     Toby Ann Reese <tobyareese@zoominternet.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Toby Ann Reese
1117 W River Rd
Valley City, OH 44280-9704
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Unique ID:5344
Date:     2011-02-09-19-12
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Dana_Carlson
From:     Dana Carlson <carlsondana@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dana Carlson
PO Box 1245
Athens, OH 45701-1245
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Unique ID:8530
Date:     2011-02-09-19-18
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       daniel_dawson
From:     daniel dawson <gusbramble@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mr. daniel dawson
101 S Rocky River Dr Apt 203
Berea, OH 44017-2578
990-8820
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Unique ID:726B
Date:     2011-02-09-19-19
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       lois_nelson
From:     lois nelson <loisnelson01@earthlink.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. lois nelson
5913 Brown Rd
Oxford, OH 45056-8840



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-09-19-20-ECF0.txt[2/15/2011 8:39:00 AM]

Unique ID:ECF0
Date:     2011-02-09-19-20
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Lyndee_Wolf
From:     Lyndee Wolf <lwolf@neo.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lyndee Wolf
3807 Hile Rd
Stow, OH 44224-4220
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Unique ID:19CE
Date:     2011-02-09-19-48
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Victoria_Brennan
From:     Victoria Brennan <victoriabrennan@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Ms. Victoria Brennan
3206 Citation Ln
North Bend, OH 45052-9630
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Unique ID:C01F
Date:     2011-02-09-19-48
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Robert_Cenni
From:     Robert Cenni <bobcenni@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

The Clean Air Act was promulgated to protect all of our citizens.  When
the law is not used against our major polluters it is disheartening.
The technology is there to reduce emissions, the coal lobbyists spend
ridiculous amounts of money to fight being regulated that could go
towards refitting existing plants or build modern ones, and in the end,
the citizens and arguably the world suffers.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Cenni
11394 Auburn Rd
Chardon, OH 44024-9372
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Unique ID:309B
Date:     2011-02-09-20-18
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jean_Taddie
From:     Jean Taddie <greenjean@neo.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Taddie
282 2nd Ave
Mansfield, OH 44902-5007
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Unique ID:B160
Date:     2011-02-09-20-27
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Henry_Brecher
From:     Henry Brecher <brecher.1@osu.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Henry Brecher
125 W Dodridge St
Apt 210
Columbus, OH 43202-2576
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Unique ID:F99A
Date:     2011-02-09-20-28
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Wanda_Huelsman
From:     Wanda Huelsman <paigeturner45066@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wanda Huelsman
404 Lincoln Green Dr
Dayton, OH 45449-2226
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Unique ID:6504
Date:     2011-02-09-20-29
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Stephen_and_Connie_Caruso
From:     Stephen and Connie Caruso <dael4@columbus.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Stephen and Connie Caruso
6463 Blacks Rd SW
Pataskala, OH 43062-7756
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Unique ID:341E
Date:     2011-02-09-20-36
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Gary_Jeffers
From:     Gary Jeffers <gryjffrs@fuse.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

I really do not understand what some are fighting for when they fight
for the right to pollute. Doesn't anyone in government understand that
we, as a species, are willfully destroying our habitat? Does anyone
know where the point of catastrophic failure is? I can't tell you how
ridiculous it sounds when I hear I hear congressmen or senators or
talking heads on television say, "It will cost too much!"
Really? How can it cost too much to save ourselves? Do the fat cats who
are driving all this environmental destruction think they will somehow
be exempt from the coming collapse? Please allow the EPA to do it's
job.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Jeffers
6134 Yankee Rd
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Unique ID:BE23
Date:     2011-02-09-20-39
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Regina_Carpenter
From:     Regina Carpenter <geniecarpenter@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

I am a grandmother of seven who cares very much about the quality of
the air that they breathe. It is inexcusable for the coal-fired power
plants to duck responsibility for the great harm they are doing to our
precious environment, and I appreciate your efforts to address this
alarming situation. Thank you for moving forward with regulations to
reduce heat-trapping emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired
power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions. In this 21st century we cannot continue to rely on 20th
century energy sources, it is time to let go of the harmful ways of the
past. Future generations are depending on us for their health and
safety, and the air and water they rely on must be clean. Thank you for
your consideration. Keep up the good work!

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Regina Carpenter
360 Arends Ridge Rd
Marietta, OH 45750-5330
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Unique ID:1D02
Date:     2011-02-09-20-48
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Michael_Norden
From:     Michael Norden <nordy@bright.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Norden
22290 County Road S
Defiance, OH 43512-9509
(419) 267-5164
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Unique ID:3660
Date:     2011-02-09-20-48
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Ed_George
From:     Ed George <drpepper@nacs.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed George
17603 Fernshaw Ave
Cleveland, OH 44111-4147
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Unique ID:472
Date:     2011-02-09-20-48
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Karen_Linn
From:     Karen Linn <kdl1363@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern

To Mr.  Ahern,

Global warming/climate change is already endangering lives around the
world.  Drought, floods, extreme heat and extreme cold are hurting the
poorest people on the planet.  We in Ohio must do out part to stop
this.  Science knows what is happening and you must act now.

Please continue moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Linn
365 Flour Ct
Westerville, OH 43082-1011
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Unique ID:DCB3
Date:     2011-02-09-20-48
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       shirley_selig
From:     shirley selig <rckyrvrs@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Ms. shirley selig
1462 Prospect Ave
Rocky River, OH 44116-1931
(216) 374-3382
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Unique ID:67DA
Date:     2011-02-09-21-18
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Ali_Boraby
From:     Ali Boraby <calebscorner@bex.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ali Boraby
2085 S Kennison Dr
Toledo, OH 43609-1919



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-09-21-18-FD21.txt[2/15/2011 8:39:03 AM]

Unique ID:FD21
Date:     2011-02-09-21-18
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Joe_Blanda
From:     Joe Blanda <jbmd2@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Dr. Joe Blanda
5996 Ledgeview Dr
Peninsula, OH 44264-9541
(330) 785-9356
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Unique ID:1562
Date:     2011-02-09-21-50
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Sandra_Wagner
From:     Sandra Wagner <sandywag@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Wagner
1114 Bavarian Ln
Bryan, OH 43506-9749
(419) 636-7576
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Unique ID:D533
Date:     2011-02-09-21-50
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Nicole_Maschke
From:     Nicole Maschke <nicolemaschke@att.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nicole Maschke
4802 Gedeon Ave
Cleveland, OH 44102-6054
(216) 961-5272
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Unique ID:8BCC
Date:     2011-02-09-21-51
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Heather_Tanner
From:     Heather Tanner <tanner.87@osu.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Tanner
316 Chambers Rd
Ontario, OH 44903-8774
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Unique ID:D7A8
Date:     2011-02-09-21-54
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Robert_Wardle
From:     Robert Wardle <wardlestout@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Wardle
1949 Medford Ave
Youngstown, OH 44514-1029
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Unique ID:D317
Date:     2011-02-09-21-56
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jayleen_L._Hatmaker
From:     "Jayleen L. Hatmaker" <jayla@woh.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jayleen L. Hatmaker
162 E State Route 73
Springboro, OH 45066-9108
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Unique ID:3464
Date:     2011-02-09-22-03
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       LINDSEY_CUDLIKE
From:     LINDSEY CUDLIKE <lcudlike@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. LINDSEY CUDLIKE
1651 Wyandotte Rd Apt A
Columbus, OH 43212-2305
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Unique ID:10D4
Date:     2011-02-09-22-16
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Anne_Hammond
From:     Anne Hammond <wieb007@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.  We need to stop killing the planet!

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Hammond
5091 Neptune Dr
Solon, OH 44139-1132
(440) 248-9153
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Unique ID:4A21
Date:     2011-02-09-22-18
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jeff_Heatwole
From:     Jeff Heatwole <jsh321@juno.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Heatwole
4097 Rabbit Run Dr
Brooklyn, OH 44144-1232
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Unique ID:4BC1
Date:     2011-02-09-22-18
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Joe_DiSalvo
From:     Joe DiSalvo <joedisalvo04@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe DiSalvo
2862 N Bender Ave
Akron, OH 44319-1810
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Unique ID:A867
Date:     2011-02-09-22-25
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Mary_WoodConstable
From:     Mary WoodConstable <mwoodconstable@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary WoodConstable
3524 Saint Charles Pl
Cincinnati, OH 45208-1425
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Unique ID:57D2
Date:     2011-02-09-22-28
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Christopher_Dillon
From:     Christopher Dillon <nazzatron@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Dillon
4473 Emerson Rd
South Euclid, OH 44121-3927
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Unique ID:7F82
Date:     2011-02-09-22-28
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Ben_Kotcher
From:     Ben Kotcher <olwyn_starforge@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ben Kotcher
2829 Zach Dr
Columbus, OH 43219-5010
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Unique ID:FC19
Date:     2011-02-09-23-22
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Mike_Lawless
From:     Mike Lawless <kidlawless@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Lawless
1394 Webb Rd Apt 1
Lakewood, OH 44107-2247
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Unique ID:3453
Date:     2011-02-09-23-38
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jonathan_Fried
From:     Jonathan Fried <friedjon@msn.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Fried
3342 Crown Pointe Dr
Stow, OH 44224-5488
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Unique ID:69FF
Date:     2011-02-09-23-51
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Kathy_Stringer
From:     Kathy Stringer <kathy.stringer@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Stringer
404 1/2 N Sandusky St
Mount Vernon, OH 43050-2030
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Unique ID:C7B2
Date:     2011-02-09-23-52
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Peggy_Heisel
From:     Peggy Heisel <rosebudaudrey@woh.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

THANK YOU, THANK YOU, THANK YOU for moving forward with regulations to
reduce heat-trapping emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired
power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Peggy Heisel
882 Peachcreek Rd
Centerville, OH 45458-3255
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Unique ID:F88A
Date:     2011-02-09-23-57
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       david_warren
From:     david warren <ev1dw@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. david warren
1769 Zuber Rd
Grove City, OH 43123-9046
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Unique ID:3CFD
Date:     2011-02-10-00-22
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Carolyn_LaMacchia
From:     Carolyn LaMacchia <clamacchia@woh.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carolyn LaMacchia
315 Jackson St
Dayton, OH 45410-1103
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Unique ID:BEEF
Date:     2011-02-10-00-30
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Missy_Proffitt
From:     Missy Proffitt <magmis21@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Missy Proffitt
3209 Rufus St
Middletown, OH 45044-7677
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Unique ID:977B
Date:     2011-02-10-00-39
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Tracy_Leinbaugh
From:     Tracy Leinbaugh <leinbaug@ohio.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. Tracy Leinbaugh
10855 Peach Ridge Rd
Athens, OH 45701-8849
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Unique ID:AC25
Date:     2011-02-10-00-43
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Barbara_Oleksa-Reiss
From:     Barbara Oleksa-Reiss <theatredesigns@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Oleksa-Reiss
827 Harold Ave
Kent, OH 44240-2132
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Unique ID:42D1
Date:     2011-02-10-00-50
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       gary_parlette
From:     gary parlette <parlettegary@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 9, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. gary parlette
1338 Elmore Ave
Columbus, OH 43224-2722
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Unique ID:F832
Date:     2011-02-10-01-07
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Richard_Cross
From:     Richard Cross <racross33@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Cross
1979 Hoadley Dr
Columbus, OH 43228-6493
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Unique ID:471
Date:     2011-02-10-01-08
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jill_Dorsey
From:     Jill Dorsey <j_d_panek@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jill Dorsey
7418 Texas Ave
Mentor, OH 44060-3904
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Unique ID:3351
Date:     2011-02-10-01-10
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jeanne_Haseley
From:     Jeanne Haseley <haseley@ohio.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jeanne Haseley
9865 Oxley Rd
Athens, OH 45701-9646
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Unique ID:6C7E
Date:     2011-02-10-01-51
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       jerome_stanley
From:     jerome stanley <stanlej@muohio.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. jerome stanley
5735 Brown Rd
Oxford, OH 45056-9773
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Unique ID:7F2B
Date:     2011-02-10-01-58
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Kathleen_Cole
From:     Kathleen Cole <kccat@ecologyfund.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Cole
16404 Florence Chapel Pike
Circleville, OH 43113-9553
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Unique ID:E8D6
Date:     2011-02-10-02-17
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       joan_delauro
From:     joan delauro <joandelauro@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. joan delauro
2434 Queenston Rd
Cleveland Hts, OH 44118-4316
(216) 371-3458
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Unique ID:2339
Date:     2011-02-10-02-18
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Mary_Sue_Helke
From:     Mary Sue Helke <marysue34@woh.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Sue Helke
34 Marigold Ct
Tipp City, OH 45371-2964
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Unique ID:5F0C
Date:     2011-02-10-02-35
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Georgia_Pawlowski
From:     Georgia Pawlowski <gmpawlowski@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Georgia Pawlowski
425 Bettie St
Akron, OH 44306-1211
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Unique ID:65FC
Date:     2011-02-10-02-37
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Megan_Steva
From:     Megan Steva <m_steva@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Megan Steva
4695 Keswick Ct Apt H
Columbus, OH 43220-3545
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Unique ID:C568
Date:     2011-02-10-02-39
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Michelle_Rice
From:     Michelle Rice <shellaroo@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Rice
8484 Stearns Rd
Olmsted Falls, OH 44138-1737
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Unique ID:58BA
Date:     2011-02-10-03-22
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Frank_Bates
From:     Frank Bates <frankjulio13@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Bates
28611 Lake Shore Blvd
Willowick, OH 44095-5007
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Unique ID:1E07
Date:     2011-02-10-03-43
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Lisa_Gilles
From:     Lisa Gilles <momgilles@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lisa Gilles
34114 Gail Dr
North Ridgeville, OH 44039-3110
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Unique ID:1BC1
Date:     2011-02-10-03-50
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Barbara_Talbert
From:     Barbara Talbert <btalbert@zoominternet.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Talbert
975 White Oak Cir
Medina, OH 44256-3207
(330) 725-3877
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Unique ID:D505
Date:     2011-02-10-03-51
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Crystal_Lee
From:     Crystal Lee <crystal549@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Crystal Lee
2104 Connecticut Ave
Youngstown, OH 44509-1529
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Unique ID:FB89
Date:     2011-02-10-03-58
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Kevin_Strauss
From:     Kevin Strauss <kstrauss@lostpondconstruction.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for implementing standards and procedures to reduce emissions
from large factories and power plants.  There is a considerable need
for clean energy production from harnessing renewable resources such as
solar and wind power.  There will be a distinctive change in our local
and global environments both climatically and on a geological stand by
doing so.  It could also benefit our economies as I will later
explain.

In the past 20 years I have seen a significant change in our local
environment here in Ohio as well as around the globe.  I understand
that there is a small need for environmental change but I feel that we
will face a serious threat to our way of life in the future if we don't
start to make a difference in the way we live now.

For example, consider a factory that produces PV panels for solar
technology.  They use natural resources to operate their factories as
any other manufacturing facility does.  They may have implemented ways
to reduce the amount of resources they use but there is still a
considerable need for them.  Now let us look into the future of there
being a lack or too high of a cost of natural resources for the company
to produce PV panels.  The factory becomes a lame duck because it did
not even use the technology it produced to operate inside its own walls
because they were not required by law to do so.

I feel we will eventually need to become self-sustaining as individual
households as well as large scale communities.  We haven't even
scratched the surface of the technological capacity for both solar and
wind technology to produce power and it seems to me that the state
doesn't see them as a priority.  I think the State should reinstate
grants for installation of these products to homeowners and businesses.
It would mutually benefit our environment and our local economy.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Strauss
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13176 Gar Hwy
Chardon, OH 44024-9283
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Unique ID:8131
Date:     2011-02-10-04-27
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Sandra_Kluk
From:     Sandra Kluk <sankluk@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Kluk
3360 Dellwood Rd
Cleveland Heights, OH 44118-3405
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Unique ID:AA33
Date:     2011-02-10-04-38
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Alice_Dougan
From:     Alice Dougan <adougan@zoomtown.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alice Dougan
900 Rue De La Paix
Cincinnati, OH 45220-1055
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Unique ID:82D7
Date:     2011-02-10-04-46
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       shirley_Nienkark
From:     shirley Nienkark <boots9k@wowway.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. shirley Nienkark
2762 Azelda St
Columbus, OH 43211-1128
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Unique ID:9BE0
Date:     2011-02-10-04-47
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       John_Antalek
From:     John Antalek <jayzen528@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Antalek
4316 Bowen Rd
Toledo, OH 43613-3807
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Unique ID:6465
Date:     2011-02-10-04-50
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Shearle_Furnish
From:     Shearle Furnish <shearlefurnish@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. Shearle Furnish
6943 Knauf Rd
Canfield, OH 44406-9762
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Unique ID:874B
Date:     2011-02-10-05-04
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Elizabeth_Farians
From:     Elizabeth Farians <ejf.ape@juno.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. Elizabeth Farians
8540 Lynnehaven Dr
Cincinnati, OH 45236-1443
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Unique ID:5C46
Date:     2011-02-10-05-05
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Gwen_Lambert
From:     Gwen Lambert <yardarice33@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gwen Lambert
5639 Chimney Cir Apt 2D
Dayton, OH 45440-2981
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Unique ID:6B54
Date:     2011-02-10-05-05
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Denise_Coviello
From:     Denise Coviello <kosec-coviello@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Whether or not you believe in global warming, it is still important to
reduce pollution whenever possible.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Denise Coviello
1338 Virginia Trl
Youngstown, OH 44505-1640
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Unique ID:9972
Date:     2011-02-10-05-05
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Joe_DiSalvo
From:     Joe DiSalvo <joedisalvo04@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe DiSalvo
2862 N Bender Ave
Akron, OH 44319-1810
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Unique ID:2B6B
Date:     2011-02-10-05-59
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Theodore_Davis
From:     Theodore Davis <tdavis3785@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Theodore Davis
566 Shadowlawn Ave
Dayton, OH 45419-4035
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Unique ID:FAFD
Date:     2011-02-10-06-04
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       lynn_pierce
From:     lynn pierce <yeshua45211@peoplepc.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. lynn pierce
3038 Wardall Ave
Cincinnati, OH 45211-4954



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-10-06-05-B9D0.txt[2/15/2011 8:39:12 AM]

Unique ID:B9D0
Date:     2011-02-10-06-05
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Zara_Gennert
From:     Zara Gennert <zgennert@whale-mail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Zara Gennert
3312 Clarendon Rd
Cleveland, OH 44118-4254
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Unique ID:3842
Date:     2011-02-10-06-34
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       erin_boyd
From:     erin boyd <witchee1lady@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. erin boyd
1609 Stanhope Kelloggsville Rd
Jefferson, OH 44047-8474
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Unique ID:113E
Date:     2011-02-10-06-39
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Tracy_Johnson
From:     Tracy Johnson <tkjohnson19@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tracy Johnson
4892 Hunt Rd
Cincinnati, OH 45242-6955
(513) 794-1414
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Unique ID:41D8
Date:     2011-02-10-06-49
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Donna_R._Schall
From:     "Donna R. Schall" <donnaschall@earthlink.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna R. Schall
1956 Maple Rd
Stow, OH 44224-4633
(330) 688-5049
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Unique ID:D495
Date:     2011-02-10-06-51
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       russell_leisenheimer
From:     russell leisenheimer <rpopstar@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. russell leisenheimer
2255 Winter Pkwy Apt 76
Cuyahoga Falls, OH 44221-3722
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Unique ID:1EAD
Date:     2011-02-10-07-13
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       cate_renner
From:     cate renner <flamingpi6@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. cate renner
250 Henry St
Dayton, OH 45403-2316



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-10-07-14-1B4D.txt[2/15/2011 8:39:13 AM]

Unique ID:1B4D
Date:     2011-02-10-07-14
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Paul_Helbling
From:     Paul Helbling <kandpinohio@embarqmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Our prayers are with you on this issue.  Please don't let my great
grandchildren down.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Helbling
T606 State Route 109
Liberty Center, OH 43532-9720
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Unique ID:8359
Date:     2011-02-10-07-19
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Alicia_Alvarado
From:     Alicia Alvarado <alicia.alvarado56@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alicia Alvarado
1230 W Market St
Akron, OH 44313-7108
(330) 836-4908
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Unique ID:B72A
Date:     2011-02-10-07-42
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Robert_Miller
From:     Robert Miller <robertman64@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Miller
1705 Rockhurst Ln
Cincinnati, OH 45255-2638
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Unique ID:F5A9
Date:     2011-02-10-07-48
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Cindy_Thompson
From:     Cindy Thompson <cyn_219@earthlink.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cindy Thompson
1084 W 2nd St
Xenia, OH 45385-3714
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Unique ID:3596
Date:     2011-02-10-07-49
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Mark_Parr
From:     Mark Parr <parrmt@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Parr
199 Silver Fox Ct
Loveland, OH 45140-5401
(513) 683-7742
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Unique ID:1546
Date:     2011-02-10-08-12
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Gerrilynne_Blattner
From:     Gerrilynne Blattner <dynamouse@aim.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gerrilynne Blattner
2202 Aberdeen Ave
Toledo, OH 43614-2723
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Unique ID:A590
Date:     2011-02-10-08-21
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Amy_Gibson
From:     Amy Gibson <ajg68@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Gibson
9620 East Pike
Norwich, OH 43767-9726
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Unique ID:393C
Date:     2011-02-10-08-22
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Greg_Zyzanski
From:     Greg Zyzanski <greg4011@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Zyzanski
1187 Brainard Rd
Lyndhurst, OH 44124-1454
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Unique ID:2A05
Date:     2011-02-10-08-29
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Joseph_Negowski
From:     Joseph Negowski <lostboy2@windstream.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Negowski
43277 Cooper Foster Park Rd W
Lorain, OH 44053-3771
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Unique ID:F190
Date:     2011-02-10-08-30
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Vivian_Bork
From:     Vivian Bork <cloister@bex.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Vivian Bork
7235 Cloister Rd
Toledo, OH 43617-2213
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Unique ID:C3C
Date:     2011-02-10-08-49
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       robert_garrett
From:     robert garrett <bob7336@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Think about it this way, if the global warming deniers are right and we
pursue efforts to develop non carbon based sources of energy, all we
have done is spent money for something that is unnecessary (well, until
the day when we start to run short of fossil fuels when we would have
to do this anyway) but if those of us that understand that global
warming has a humanity induced component are right, we might avoid a
disaster of unknown proportions.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mr. robert garrett
8824 Pembrooke St
Maineville, OH 45039-9203
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Unique ID:CC9D
Date:     2011-02-10-08-49
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Judy_Israelson
From:     Judy Israelson <israelsonj@wra.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,
Judy Israelson
115 College St
Hudson, OH  44236

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judy Israelson
115 College St
Hudson, OH 44236-2926
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Unique ID:A2A
Date:     2011-02-10-09-19
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Shannon_Mayfield-Chapin
From:     Shannon Mayfield-Chapin <astrochick2112@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shannon Mayfield-Chapin
969 Hickory Rd
Heath, OH 43056-1742
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Unique ID:CA8B
Date:     2011-02-10-09-19
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Stephanie_Crowley
From:     Stephanie Crowley <bluehues78@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Crowley
71 Dawson Ave
Mansfield, OH 44906-3201
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Unique ID:3CC8
Date:     2011-02-10-09-40
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Brenda_Dillane
From:     Brenda Dillane <ashtabrenda@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Brenda Dillane
27379 Detroit Rd
Apt B13
Westlake, OH 44145-2226
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Unique ID:73A
Date:     2011-02-10-09-47
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Donald_Hyatt
From:     Donald Hyatt <dhyatt3@columbus.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Hyatt
4773 Hayden Blvd
Columbus, OH 43221-5518



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-10-09-48-525B.txt[2/15/2011 8:39:16 AM]

Unique ID:525B
Date:     2011-02-10-09-48
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Robert_Weingart
From:     Robert Weingart <rowbair386@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Weingart
1888 Jewett Rd
Powell, OH 43065-8988
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Unique ID:744B
Date:     2011-02-10-09-48
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Grover_Syck
From:     Grover Syck <groversyck@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Grover Syck
4130 Bennett Dr
Fairfield, OH 45011-9018
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Unique ID:1A1B
Date:     2011-02-10-09-49
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Charles_Shelhart_Jr
From:     Charles Shelhart Jr <chazbear@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Shelhart Jr
1844 Brownstone Blvd
C22
Toledo, OH 43614-6302
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Unique ID:8C6C
Date:     2011-02-10-09-49
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Melissa_Ochal
From:     Melissa Ochal <mochal2@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Miss Melissa Ochal
82 E Jeffrey Pl
Columbus, OH 43214-1702
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Unique ID:5B4E
Date:     2011-02-10-10-14
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Barbara_Thomas
From:     Barbara Thomas <babsandbud@adelphia.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Thomas
551 Azalea Cir
Northfield, OH 44067-3047
(330) 467-1134
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Unique ID:E13C
Date:     2011-02-10-10-19
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       amy_schumacher
From:     amy schumacher <amyschu37@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Ms. amy schumacher
4487 Slate Ct Apt J
Beavercreek, OH 45430-1679
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Unique ID:4046
Date:     2011-02-10-10-24
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Chris_King
From:     Chris King <stripetailedape@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris King
1799 Craver Rd
Batavia, OH 45103-8660
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Unique ID:D0A0
Date:     2011-02-10-10-26
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Scott_Freday
From:     Scott Freday <sfreday@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Freday
38 S Shafer St
Athens, OH 45701-2305
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Unique ID:940
Date:     2011-02-10-10-30
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Martha_Sayre
From:     Martha Sayre <wait4marti@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Martha Sayre
4527 McFarland Rd
South Euclid, OH 44121-3409
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Unique ID:FC3A
Date:     2011-02-10-10-31
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Toni_Lucadello
From:     Toni Lucadello <lucadello@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Toni Lucadello
656 Westhaven Dr
Fostoria, OH 44830-1558
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Unique ID:9C3
Date:     2011-02-10-10-49
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Wanda_Huelsman
From:     Wanda Huelsman <paigeturner45066@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wanda Huelsman
404 Lincoln Green Dr
Dayton, OH 45449-2226
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Unique ID:BEBC
Date:     2011-02-10-11-00
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jennifer_Spires
From:     Jennifer Spires <priestesskanna@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jennifer Spires
2030 Guildhall Dr Apt F
Columbus, OH 43209-4431
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Unique ID:7C77
Date:     2011-02-10-11-19
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Dean_Van_Farowe
From:     Dean Van Farowe <malachidean@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

My comment relates to choices:  as others have written, in Ohio we
spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This means that the
money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need to move as
quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our homegrown,
renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet our energy
needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce emissions from
the big polluters first will push speedy action on global warming while
spurring the development of clean energy solutions.

The choices we make should not be for the short-term, 1-2 years or even
3-5 years.  We should begin thinking 25-50 years ahead, a GENERATION or
two in the future.  It would be wise for us to reduce emissions now,
develop Ohio alternative energy, and think differently about energy:
energy should not be only about the "bottom line" of cost.
That should be figured in, as the cost long-term IS greater to wait to
regulate emissions.  But more importantly are the CHARACTER choices of
thriftiness, protection of God's creation, localism, and generosity.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dean Van Farowe
1920 W 65th St
Cleveland, OH 44102-3904
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Unique ID:2D4B
Date:     2011-02-10-11-28
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Mark_Chudzik
From:     Mark Chudzik <chudzmark@live.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Chudzik
24635 Clareshire Dr
Apt 203
North Olmsted, OH 44070-3524
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Unique ID:883E
Date:     2011-02-10-11-29
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Trudy_Faber
From:     Trudy Faber <tfaber@wittenberg.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Trudy Faber
2910 Nauset St
Springfield, OH 45503-2146
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Unique ID:1A84
Date:     2011-02-10-11-53
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Phyllis_Park
From:     Phyllis Park <phyllpark@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Phyllis Park
410 Clearview Rd
Chillicothe, OH 45601-9415
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Unique ID:BEFF
Date:     2011-02-10-11-58
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Kelly_Smith
From:     Kelly Smith <smith.440@wright.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelly Smith
719 Broadmoor Dr
Dayton, OH 45419-2803



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-10-12-19-98D0.txt[2/15/2011 8:39:19 AM]

Unique ID:98D0
Date:     2011-02-10-12-19
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Kathryn_Hanratty
From:     Kathryn Hanratty <oldefarm@windstream.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

I believe that the  EPA must use its power under the Clean Air Act to
reduce global warming emissions. It is the responsibility of the EPA to
protect our health and environment.  I applaud the EPA's proposal to
reduce emissions from big polluters first. This common sense approach
will have the most "bang for the buck" because currently just
a few big polluters are causing a majority of the heat-trapping
emissions.

Coal power plants are responsible for a large percentage of global
warming emissions in Ohio. In 2008, Ohio imported 32.7 million tons of
coal, which is the sixth most in the country. Ohio spends almost $1.9
billion dollars a year to import coal from other states. That money
should be kept here in Ohio and spent on clean energy solutions and
technology.

We in Ohio cannot afford to wait and see what will happen. Global
Warming is here now and it is a threat to our way of life.

We have the chance to make common sense changes that will help to
protect our future. We must allow the EPA to do its job.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathryn Hanratty
9059 Auburn Rd
Chardon, OH 44024-9639
(440) 285-3722
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Unique ID:82A
Date:     2011-02-10-12-22
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       debra_robichaux
From:     debra robichaux <drobichaux5138@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. debra robichaux
5138 N High St Apt 101
Columbus, OH 43214-1540
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Unique ID:CEA7
Date:     2011-02-10-12-23
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Wm._Dowling
From:     "Wm. Dowling" <dowling.williamj@netzero.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

The health of Americans depends on the health of the environment around
us, not on the health of the profits of Big Businesses.Thank you for
moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping emissions from
large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wm. Dowling
3238 W 41st St
Cleveland, OH 44109-1261
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Unique ID:3EF1
Date:     2011-02-10-12-26
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Peter_Morabito
From:     Peter Morabito <buckeyeboy249@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Morabito
6463 S Timberidge Dr
Youngstown, OH 44515-5551
(330) 793-9289
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Unique ID:AB7A
Date:     2011-02-10-12-31
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Steve_Rusk
From:     Steve Rusk <stvrusk@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Rusk
10038 Elm Sugar Rd
Scott, OH 45886-9711
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Unique ID:9805
Date:     2011-02-10-12-35
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Meredith_Needham
From:     Meredith Needham <pianohag@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Meredith Needham
815 Burg St
Granville, OH 43023-1079
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Unique ID:5B98
Date:     2011-02-10-13-00
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       shirl_LeVesconte
From:     shirl LeVesconte <shirl.levesconte@wright.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. shirl LeVesconte
602 Robinwood Dr
Yellow Springs, OH 45387-1931
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Unique ID:C975
Date:     2011-02-10-13-09
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Carole_Miller
From:     Carole Miller <millsohio@toast.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carole Miller
1830 Port Clinton Rd
Fremont, OH 43420-1314
(419) 334-4719
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Unique ID:A6A8
Date:     2011-02-10-13-16
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Ruth_Heyward
From:     Ruth Heyward <heywarra@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ruth Heyward
1697 Grandle Ct
Cincinnati, OH 45230-2270
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Unique ID:82A8
Date:     2011-02-10-13-49
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Patricia_Doyle
From:     Patricia Doyle <patriciad200@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Doyle
12927 Prentiss Rd
Garrettsville, OH 44231-9617



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-10-13-49-EA9F.txt[2/15/2011 8:39:21 AM]

Unique ID:EA9F
Date:     2011-02-10-13-49
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Tracy_Johnson
From:     Tracy Johnson <tkjohnson19@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tracy Johnson
4892 Hunt Rd
Apt 410
Cincinnati, OH 45242-3509
(513) 794-1414
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Unique ID:1C42
Date:     2011-02-10-13-51
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Doug_Klingenberg
From:     Doug Klingenberg <duglas@juno.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Doug Klingenberg
1505 Southeast Ave
Tallmadge, OH 44278-3439
(330) 620-4221
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Unique ID:78A
Date:     2011-02-10-13-58
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Becky_Bralek
From:     Becky Bralek <beckblaze9@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Becky Bralek
585 Brittain Rd
Akron, OH 44305-2034
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Unique ID:8073
Date:     2011-02-10-14-06
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Judy_White
From:     Judy White <ronandjudy1@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy White
N/a
2467 Summit St
Columbus, OH 43202-2726
(614) 267-4612
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Unique ID:F45
Date:     2011-02-10-14-10
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       melissa_elbrecht
From:     melissa elbrecht <catlady1991@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. melissa elbrecht
161 Lakeview Dr
Franklin, OH 45005-3073
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Unique ID:A7BB
Date:     2011-02-10-14-17
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Melanie_Kutnick
From:     Melanie Kutnick <mkutnick@ameritech.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Melanie Kutnick
2096 Miramar Blvd
South Euclid, OH 44121-3169
(216) 291-0622
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Unique ID:4806
Date:     2011-02-10-14-44
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Kevin_Stith
From:     Kevin Stith <kustith@owu.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Stith
84 Mason Ave
Delaware, OH 43015-1235
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Unique ID:175B
Date:     2011-02-10-14-50
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       jacki_masar
From:     jacki masar <jmmasar@msn.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Ms. jacki masar
11037 Linwood Rd
Bowling Green, OH 43402-8826
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Unique ID:9B44
Date:     2011-02-10-14-56
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jacalyn_Elsoffer
From:     Jacalyn Elsoffer <jacalyne@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jacalyn Elsoffer
32179 Shaker Blvd.
32179 Shaker Blvd
Pepper Pike, OH 44124-4925
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Unique ID:50D5
Date:     2011-02-10-15-17
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Marguerite_Molk
From:     Marguerite Molk <margueritecmolk@ameritech.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marguerite Molk
757 Worthington Forest Pl
Columbus, OH 43229-4100
(614) 888-8713
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Unique ID:C312
Date:     2011-02-10-15-32
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Nancy_De_La_Garza
From:     Nancy De La Garza <nancy3773@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy De La Garza
5424 Westcastle Dr Apt F
Toledo, OH 43615-2048
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Unique ID:AE3C
Date:     2011-02-10-15-40
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Gayle_Richardson
From:     Gayle Richardson <gayle.richardson@juno.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gayle Richardson
3069 Louise Ave
Grove City, OH 43123-2352
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Unique ID:EFF0
Date:     2011-02-10-15-48
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Paula_Stambaugh
From:     Paula Stambaugh <pandemonia5508@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Stambaugh
161 Sinclair Ave.
Donnelsville, OH 453190052



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-10-15-58-5D14.txt[2/15/2011 8:39:24 AM]

Unique ID:5D14
Date:     2011-02-10-15-58
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       thomas_mirick
From:     thomas mirick <tombcfan@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. thomas mirick
761 Anthony Ln
Mason, OH 45040-1145
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Unique ID:6F2E
Date:     2011-02-10-16-00
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Kelly_Stephens
From:     Kelly Stephens <stphnskel2006@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelly Stephens
1552 Rockleigh Rd
Dayton, OH 45458-6036
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Unique ID:FC7A
Date:     2011-02-10-16-10
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       MD_Susan_Righi
From:     "Susan Righi, MD" <righi@ohio.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is the most important issue facing the world.  It is a
threat to our economy, our health, our national security, and our
environment. There is much at risk from unchecked global warming.
Currently, only a handful of pollution sources, including coal power
plants, are responsible for more than half of all of the global warming
emissions in the United States. Right here in Ohio, we can expect more
severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats to agriculture due to
climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

We also need to move as quickly as possible to create Ohio jobs in the
Green Economy to put people back to work in a way that will sustain
both them and our economy and environment.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. Susan Righi, MD
28 Graham Dr
Athens, OH 45701-1431
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Unique ID:AE9B
Date:     2011-02-10-16-11
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       tim_herriott
From:     tim herriott <timherriott@juno.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. tim herriott
3277 Mallcreek Ct
Columbus, OH 43223-3511
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Unique ID:4209
Date:     2011-02-10-16-13
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Sally_McMullen
From:     Sally McMullen <sallymcmullen@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sally McMullen
91A E College St
Oberlin, OH 44074-1606
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Unique ID:205F
Date:     2011-02-10-16-36
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Amy_Schumacher
From:     Amy Schumacher <amyschu37@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Schumacher
4487 Slate Ct Apt J
Beavercreek, OH 45430-1679
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Unique ID:4654
Date:     2011-02-10-17-10
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Carla_Edelfson
From:     Carla Edelfson <cedlefson@earthlink.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

As the grandmother of 2 children, I am concerned about the environment
in which they are growing.  Thank you for moving forward with
regulations to reduce heat-trapping emissions from large sources, such
as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. Carla Edelfson
1187 Middleport Dr
Columbus, OH 43235-4060
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Unique ID:76C3
Date:     2011-02-10-17-12
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Patricia_Doyle
From:     Patricia Doyle <patriciad200@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Doyle
12927 Prentiss Rd
Garrettsville, OH 44231-9617
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Unique ID:9B73
Date:     2011-02-10-17-14
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Dick_Reiss
From:     Dick Reiss <rreiss@kent.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dick Reiss
827 Harold Ave
Kent, OH 44240-2132
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Unique ID:65CE
Date:     2011-02-10-17-38
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Sandra_Buckles
From:     Sandra Buckles <s-buckles@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Buckles
14120 Patch Rd
Burton, OH 44021-9682
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Unique ID:602E
Date:     2011-02-10-17-39
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       sandy_kostantaras
From:     sandy kostantaras <sandykosty@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. sandy kostantaras
1111 Maple Cliff Dr
Cleveland, OH 44107-1253
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Unique ID:E504
Date:     2011-02-10-17-50
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Jeannie_Finlay-Kochanowski
From:     Jeannie Finlay-Kochanowski <clannadrocks@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jeannie Finlay-Kochanowski
229 Majestic Dr
Toledo, OH 43608-1133
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Unique ID:8D1
Date:     2011-02-10-18-12
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Mary_Sue_Gmeiner
From:     Mary Sue Gmeiner <msgmeiner@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for holding a hearing in Columbus, and for moving forward
with regulations to reduce heat-trapping emissions from large sources,
such as coal-fired power plants.

I am convinced that global warming is real, and that it is going to
have a huge negative impact on our country and the world. The climate
changes that we're experiencing are directly related to global warming.
Right here in Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous
flooding, and threats to agriculture due to climate change. While there
are many causes of global warming, working to reduce emissions from
coal-fired power plants will be a big step in reducing carbon in the
atmosphere.

Not only is coal a major polluter of the air, it is also destructive of
the environment in its mining processes. The mountaintop removal method
is particularly offensive and should be halted immediately. We need to
move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our homegrown,
renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet our energy
needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce emissions from
the big polluters first will push speedy action on global warming while
spurring the development of clean energy solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Sue Gmeiner
811 Bellows Dr
New Carlisle, OH 45344-2404
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Unique ID:4723
Date:     2011-02-10-18-17
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Katherine_Cooper
From:     Katherine Cooper <cooperk@woh.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine Cooper
2046 Winding Brook Way
Xenia, OH 45385-9381
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Unique ID:D01D
Date:     2011-02-10-18-50
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       ANTOINETTE_MISKEY
From:     ANTOINETTE MISKEY <tonika_44906@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mrs. ANTOINETTE MISKEY
3676 Mary Lou Ln N
Ontario, OH 44906-1011
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Unique ID:D29A
Date:     2011-02-10-21-27
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Suzanne_Watkins-Martinez
From:     Suzanne Watkins-Martinez <watkinsmartinez@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Watkins-Martinez
16 E Como Ave
Columbus, OH 43202-1232
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Unique ID:9F95
Date:     2011-02-10-22-57
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Lycu_Jury
From:     Lycu Jury <mirzoyanlus@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lycu Jury
1283 stafford dr
Copley, OH 44321



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-10-22-57-AD87.txt[2/15/2011 8:39:27 AM]

Unique ID:AD87
Date:     2011-02-10-22-57
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Adam_Savett
From:     Adam Savett <asavett@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mr. Adam Savett
31760 Woodsdale Ln
Solon, OH 44139-1325
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Unique ID:4181
Date:     2011-02-11-00-23
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Laken_Pugsley
From:     Laken Pugsley <xlizardxqueenx@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laken Pugsley
1385 Helen Ave
Lima, OH 45801-2717
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Unique ID:403C
Date:     2011-02-11-00-53
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Robert_Sexton
From:     Robert Sexton <sextonrobert54@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 10, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Sexton
189 Township Road 1336
South Point, OH 45680-7890
(740) 894-5832
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Unique ID:5992
Date:     2011-02-11-09-55
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Richard_Pickles
From:     Richard Pickles <flyboy800@inbox.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 11, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Pickles
1689 Chatham Ave NE
North Canton, OH 44720-1713
(330) 499-9801
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Unique ID:BCA8
Date:     2011-02-11-11-23
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Nancy_Pierce
From:     Nancy Pierce <nancy.e.pierce@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 11, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.  And if biomass burners replace
coal, we will also see total deforestation of Ohio in less than two
decades, wiping out our primary means of carbon sequestration as we
pump additional CO2 into the atmosphere.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

In the effort to decrease CO2 emissions, do NOT ignore the at least
equally disastrous CO2 emissions from biomass burning. CO2 is CO2.
Burning of woody biomass to produce electricity produces more CO2 than
does coal for energy produced. This CO2 must be regulated too.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Pierce
3016 S Rodehaver Rd
Guysville, OH 45735-9505
(740) 662-2022
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Unique ID:919A
Date:     2011-02-11-11-53
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Nancy_Ambers_Massar
From:     Nancy Ambers Massar <barryallen@woh.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 11, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

We know the industries that create pollution and the technology exists
to reduce harmful effects.  Quality of life is worth the effort to
reduce polluting emissions.  Quality of life is worth the expense.  The
expense will be passed along to consumers and hopefully, conservation
efforts will increase.

I suffer from allergic asthma and know that particulate matter in cloud
cover from pollution exacerbates health problems.  Now is the time to
clean up Ohio!

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy Ambers Massar
820 Abingdon Ln
Bowling Green, OH 43402-8517
(419) 352-0372
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Unique ID:E392
Date:     2011-02-11-13-33
To:       Mike_Ahern
From:     David Donofrio <daviddonofrio1@gmail.com>
Subject:  Comments regarding Greenhouse Gas Emissions for 1:30 hearing today

Mike Ahern

Ohio EPA,

Division of Air Pollution Control

Lazarus Government Center

P.O. Box 1049

Columbus, Ohio 43216-1049

February 11, 2011

Good afternoon Mr. Ahern,

I apologize for being unable to attend today's hearing in person, but I did
want to submit my comments regarding greenhouse gas emissions to you.

My name is David T. Donofrio, and I am the Chair of the Central Ohio Group
of the Sierra Club, representing 4,000 central Ohioans concerned about their
planet, and particularly, greenhouse gas emissions. But more importantly
today, I come to you as a 24 year old Ohioan concerned about my state's
future.

Despite the cold temperatures and blustery conditions recently, global
warming is nearly universally recognized - and man is indeed a contributor
toward the phenomenon. The United States, based on our geographic location,
has largely been sheltered from the effects, but even we can see more
extreme tempertature swings, hurricanes, and other weather events on our
shores. In places like China, however, thousands of acres of what has been
regarded fertile agricultural land for millenia are eroding into desert -
every year. Australia has seen flooding unlike any seen in generations.
Islands in the Pacific and Indian Oceans are setting up emergency evacuation
measures to the nearest mainland countries - islands which, too, have been
inhabitable without risk for hundreds and even thousands of years. And I
need not mention the ice shelfs falling from both the northern and southern
poles - some the size of the state of Connecticut.

We in Ohio are blessed to have not yet seen such dramatic effects. Being
inland between two mountain ranges, it is easy to think that these problems
do not apply to us. But let us remember the effects overseas, and how these
effect the complex global economy and humanity in general. We have seen that



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-11-13-33-E392.txt[2/15/2011 8:39:28 AM]

disasters half a world away like the Asian tsunami of 2006 affect the
world's markets, and force our nation to have to spend millions if not
billions assisting in relief efforts. But on a human aspect, it is not just
about the money. Will our children not be able to farm like generations
before have been able to as we witness what is already eroding China erode
our Great Plains? Will we sit in our golden years explaining to our
grandchildren that our addiction to fossil fuels was stronger than
preserving clear skies, clean water, and countless species? Like you, I do
not want to be put in this situation. I do not want these things to happen.
We will need fossil fuels to mark an energy transition, but let us here and
now commit that it will indeed be a transition. The purpose of EPA, by its
own title, is foremost a Protection agency. Protection of the environment,
first. We the taxpayers expect you to live up to your name for the good of
our planet and our children's futures. Let's allow Ohio to show an example
of leadership. Conservation is the conservative thing to do, taught to us by
Republican president Theodore Roosevelt. Let's live that conservative
legacy, and recognize that conservation and conservative are still today one
in the same.

Thank you for your time.

Most sincerely,

David T. Donofrio
Chair, Sierra Club Central Ohio Group
370 S. 5th St., Apt. 602
Columbus, OH 43215

Attached File: c:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-11-13-33-E392.html
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Unique ID:74E
Date:     2011-02-11-13-50
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Heather_Roth
From:     Heather Roth <hmr1@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 11, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Roth
10546 Heathercrest Cir
Cincinnati, OH 45241-3040
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Unique ID:4095
Date:     2011-02-11-14-44
To:       Mike_Ahern
From:     Ashley Lester <alester@morpc.org>
Subject:  MOPRC Comments Letter on GHG Regulations in Ohio

Hi Mike,

Please find attached the Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission's comments on the proposed rules to implement 
federal greenhouse gas regulations in Ohio.

Thank you,
Ashley

Ashley Lester
Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission
111 Liberty St., Suite 100  |  Columbus, OH 43215
alester@morpc.org<mailto:alester@morpc.org>  |  www.morpc.org<http://www.morpc.org/>
office: 614.233.4168  |  cell: 614.626.1115
[cid:image005.jpg@01CBC9FA.2F38F520]<http://www.facebook.com/pages/Mid-Ohio-Regional-Planning-
Commission-
MORPC/96323080914>[cid:image006.jpg@01CBC9FA.2F38F520]<http://www.twitter.com/morpc_green>

Attached File: c:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-11-14-44-4095.html
Attached File: c:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\image005-4095.jpg
Attached File: c:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\image006-4095.jpg
Attached File: 
c:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\MORPC_Comments_to_Ohio_EPA_GHG_Permitting_Rule_2_11_11-4095.pdf
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Unique ID:16F1
Date:     2011-02-11-15-20
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Barbara_Eakins
From:     Barbara Eakins <eakins.16@osu.edu>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 11, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants. The
EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce emissions from the big
polluters first will push speedy action on global warming while
spurring the development of clean energy solutions.

Ohio spends almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This means
that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need to
move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing locally produced
renewable resources to meet our energy needs.

In relation to producing electricity with renewable means, I'm
wondering if anything is being done with promoting the use of
biodigesters in Ohio.  Lately, we do not hear much about the pollution
in Grand Lake St. Marys, which reached dangerously toxic levels during
the past summer.  Much of the pollution comes from manure running
downstream into the lake.  Could that manure be put to use generating
electricity?

Biodigesters for creating power is currently in use in developing
countries around the world.  Why not in Ohio?  It seems that two
problems could be solved at the same time by utilizing biodigesters to
process livestock manure into electricity, instead of spreading the
manure onto fields where it ends up contaminating the waters of Grand
Lake St. Marys.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Eakins
925 Dennison Ave
Columbus, OH 43201-3400



file:///C|/temp/Cabinet/GHG_rule_comments/2011-02-11-16-50-6973.txt[2/15/2011 8:39:29 AM]

Unique ID:6973
Date:     2011-02-11-16-50
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Elena_Lemmo
From:     Elena Lemmo <elena1016@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 11, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elena Lemmo
3119 Lynch St SW
Massillon, OH 44646-3817
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Unique ID:3B4F
Date:     2011-02-12-09-31
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       jerry_miller
From:     jerry miller <jmiller_0742@fuse.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 12, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Dr. jerry miller
995 E Legendary Run
Cincinnati, OH 45245-3305
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Unique ID:9C48
Date:     2011-02-12-12-50
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Gwen_Lambert
From:     Gwen Lambert <yardarice33@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 12, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gwen Lambert
5639 Chimney Cir Apt 2D
Dayton, OH 45440-2981
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Unique ID:3463
Date:     2011-02-12-16-42
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       janis_scalone
From:     janis scalone <jsvero@adelphia.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 12, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Ms. janis scalone
4398 Wayne Rd
Mantua, OH 44255-9661
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Unique ID:FDF3
Date:     2011-02-12-19-42
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Janet_Corbett
From:     Janet Corbett <jlcorbett49@aol.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 12, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Corbett
7698 Wildbranch Rd
Hamilton, OH 45011-7786
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Unique ID:E4CB
Date:     2011-02-13-01-51
To:       Mike_Ahern
From:     "george" <georgetf@sssnet.com>
Subject:  OEPA hearing Feb 11 2011 in Columbus

Dear Mr. Ahern,

At the OEPA hearing on proposed CO2 emission rules, one speaker was a special education teacher.  He said that the 
incidence of autism was rising with the increase in the tonnage of coal burned per year.  He believed that the mercury 
in coal smoke was the cause.

I do not doubt that mercury is hazardous and that we must stop putting it into the environment.  But I began to wonder 
whether the increase in autism can be so directly attributed to mercury pollution.

Please forgive a senior citizen for reminiscing, if this is a longer email than you care to read.  Coal smoke was much 
more common in earlier times than it is now, in both urban and rural areas.  At the farmhouse where my father (b. 
1902) was raised, there were two large cisterns to hold rain water collected from the roof.  When I was young (1950's) 
I entered one of these cisterns, which was empty because it was no longer used.  The walls of the cistern were thick 
with coal soot.  The residents of the farmhouse must have breathed a lot of coal smoke for many years, and I suppose 
they drank the water from those cisterns also.  This would have been typical for a household of that time, even in a 
town or city.  But no members of my family were autistic.  I don't believe that I ever met an autistic person when I was 
growing up.  But in those days, anyone with autism would probably have been sent to an institution. 

A cousin of mine attended Ohio State 1962-1966.  She said that it was common to smell coal smoke during the winter.

Once I was burning coal in a forge.  My mother came out of the house and said that the smoke reminded her of 
Wooster, Ohio where she was born and raised.

In the US, a coal strike or other disruption of supply during the winter was a threat to survival for most people until the 
1950's.  Coal smoke would have been worst in industrial cities such as Cleveland and Birmingham, England - the 
"satanic mills".  There were killer fogs caused by coal smoke in London and Donora, Pennsylvania in the 1950's.

"Back when everyone used coal, the smoke was surely terrible."  http://geology.about.com/od/coal/a/aacoalathome.htm   

"Chimneys, bridges and factory smoke blocked out most of the light in the towns. A layer of dirty smoke often 
covered the streets like a blanket. This came from the factories that used steam to power their machines. The steam 
was made by burning coal to heat water. Burning coal produces a lot of dirty, black smoke." 
http://www.nettlesworth.durham.sch.uk/time/victorian/vindust.html

If mercury in coal smoke causes autism, why would autism be more common now, when the concentration of coal 
smoke in most places is so much less than it was years ago?  I know that the tonnage of coal burned per year is now 
much higher, but I doubt that most people today are breathing as much coal smoke as they would have fifty or one 
hundred years ago.

In the 1980's I designed steam generators (boilers) for modern coal-fired power plants, so I am familiar with the 
technology.  We should be removing the mercury from the exhaust of these plants.  The cost would be nothing 
compared to the benefits.

I was surprised that no representative of the coal industry made any comments at the meeting.  Will the details of this 
process such as speeches, comments and letters be available to the public sometime?
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best regards,

George Fleming
Mount Vernon, Ohio

Attached File: c:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-13-01-51-E4CB.html
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Unique ID:7AFC
Date:     2011-02-13-04-51
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       David_Smith
From:     David Smith <dsmith0174@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 13, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Smith
444 Caruthers Rd
Tallmadge, OH 44278-3049
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Unique ID:4032
Date:     2011-02-13-08-05
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Nathan_Pozderac
From:     Nathan Pozderac <pozzska@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 13, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nathan Pozderac
188 White Pond Dr
Akron, OH 44313-7200
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Unique ID:9477
Date:     2011-02-13-13-15
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Roger_Panning
From:     Roger Panning <rpanningw@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 13, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger Panning
4892 Hunt Rd Apt 410
Cincinnati, OH 45242-3509
(513) 794-1414
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Unique ID:F339
Date:     2011-02-13-19-30
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       David_Kriska
From:     David Kriska <david.kriska@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 13, 2011

Mr.  Mike Ahern
Lazarus Government Center, P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43216-1049

To Mr.  Ahern,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Kriska
27869 Aberdeen Rd
Bay Village, OH 44140-2172
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Unique ID:8587
Date:     2011-02-13-21-40
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       George_Sindelar
From:     George Sindelar <geosindelar@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 13, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Sindelar
11815 Princeton Rd
Huntsburg, OH 44046-8741
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Unique ID:D700
Date:     2011-02-14-10-19
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       David_Ackerman
From:     David Ackerman <ackflack123@yahoo.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 14, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Ackerman
1119 Maycliffe Pl
Cincinnati, OH 45230-3676
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Unique ID:9C74
Date:     2011-02-14-19-11
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Mark_Stone
From:     Mark Stone <mstone90@columbus.rr.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 14, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Stone
42 Ann Cir
Zanesville, OH 43701-6114
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Unique ID:5A7A
Date:     2011-02-14-20-05
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Scott_Godwin
From:     Scott Godwin <zenstyle@sbcglobal.net>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 14, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Godwin
1812 W 50th St
Cleveland, OH 44102-3310
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Unique ID:E47B
Date:     2011-02-14-23-10
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       James_Victor_Rutkowski
From:     James Victor Rutkowski <james_victor_rutkowski@hotmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 14, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Victor Rutkowski
100 N Monroe Ave
Columbus, OH 43203-1856
(614) 405-9597
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Unique ID:D74C
Date:     2011-02-15-01-37
To:       Mike_Ahern
To:       Susan_Crawford
From:     Susan Crawford <scahimsa@gmail.com>
Subject:  OAC rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11

Feb 15, 2011

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
OH

To the Environmental Protection Agency,

Thank you for moving forward with regulations to reduce heat-trapping
emissions from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Global warming is a threat to our economy, our health, our national
security, and our environment. There is much at risk from unchecked
global warming. Currently, only a handful of pollution sources,
including coal power plants, are responsible for more than half of all
of the global warming emissions in the United States. Right here in
Ohio, we can expect more severe storms, dangerous flooding, and threats
to agriculture due to climate change.

In Ohio, we spend almost $2 billion every year to import coal. This
means that the money leaves our state and the pollution stays. We need
to move as quickly as possible to begin harnessing more of our
homegrown, renewable resources--such as wind and solar power--to meet
our energy needs. The EPA's proposed common sense rule to reduce
emissions from the big polluters first will push speedy action on
global warming while spurring the development of clean energy
solutions.

Again, thank you for moving forward to reduce heat-trapping emissions
from large sources, such as coal-fired power plants.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Crawford
10418 Cambridge Pl
Powell, OH 43065-8762



  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

February 11, 2011 

 

Mr. Mike Ahern 

Ohio EPA 

Division of Air Pollution Control 

Lazarus Government Center 

P.O. Box 1049 

Columbus, Ohio 43216-1049 

 

RE: Comments on Proposed Rules to Implement Federal Greenhouse Gas Regulations in Ohio 

 

Dear Mr. Ahern: 

 

The Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission (MORPC) is a voluntary association of local governments 

in central Ohio.  Air quality is one of the most important challenges facing our region, and that is why 

MORPC is committed to working with U.S. EPA, Ohio EPA, elected officials, business leaders, and 

citizens to implement cost-effective control strategies to reduce air pollution and greenhouse gases, 

and enhance the quality of life in central Ohio.   

 

MORPC would like to comment on Ohio EPA’s proposed rules to implement federal greenhouse gas 

regulations in Ohio.  We agree with the proposed rules for Ohio because they mirror federal permitting 

requirements by restricting Ohio’s greenhouse gas regulatory requirements to the same large sources 

covered by U.S. EPA’s regulations.  These rules set a clear emissions threshold so only major sources 

are required to go through the greenhouse gas permitting process, as opposed to every greenhouse 

gas source, like small apartment buildings, fast food restaurants, etc.  Aligning Ohio’s greenhouse gas 

permitting rules with the federal regulations will help avoid confusion for the Ohio business community 

while at the same time putting limits on major-source emissions. 

 

While the challenge is great, MORPC believes that it is possible to reduce harmful air pollution and 

greenhouse gases, and grow central Ohio’s economy—providing a better quality of life for everyone. 

Thank you for the opportunity to share our comments with you. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Chester R. Jourdan, Jr. 

Executive Director  

 

 



REGIONAL AIR POLLUTION CONTROL AGENCY
Serving Clark, Darke, Greene, Miami, Montgomery & Prebe Counties

117 South Main Street, Dayton, Ohio 45422-1280
937-225-4435 - Fax: 937-225-3486

www.rapca.org

I=I

February 7, 2011

Mr. Mike Ahem
Ohio EPA, Division of Air Pollution Control
Lazarus Government Center
P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, Ohio 43216-1049

Dear Mr. Ahern:

On behalf of the Regional Air Pollution Control Agency (RAPCA), I am pleased to submit these
comments in support of Ohio EPA's proposal to adopt OAC Rules 3745-31-34 and 3745-77-11.
It is our understanding that the purpose of these new rules is to align Ohio Prevention of
Significant Deterioration (PSD) and Title V applicability with the USEPA Tailoring Rule (75 FR

31514, June 3, 2010) and to limit authority to permit greenhouse gases under the federally
approved Ohio New Source Review and Title V operating permit regulations to the levels
established in the greenhouse gas tailoring rule (75 FR 82536, December 30, 2010 and 75 FR

82254, December 30, 2010 respectively).

RAPCA personnel have followed closely the development of greenhouse gas (GHG) rules and
policies at the federal level and believe the federal approach to the control of OHO emissions is
reasonable. Furthermore the author of these comments serves on USEPA's Clean Air Act
Advisory Committee (CAAAC) and was an active participant in the CAAAC workgroup which

advised the Administrator on the implementation of Best Available Control Technology (I3ACT)
for GHGs under the PSD program. Under the source applicability levels specified in the federal
Tailoring Rule, BACT will be applied to only the very largest of new sources. Additionally the
BACT requirement will very likely be met through energy efficiency measures, providing

benefits in addition to the limiting of GHG emissions.

Without Ohio adoption of the Tailoring Rule provisions, Ohio sources of GHG emissions would
be subject to PSD and Title V requirements at the levels of 100/250 TPY. Under the Tailoring
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Rule provisions, these applicability levels are raised to 75,000/100,000 CO2e. We fully support

adoption of the proposed rules.

Please contact this writer if there are any questions or comments on this letter of support.

Sincerely,

;	 a

John A. Paul
RAPCA Administrator

CC: Bob Hodanbosi
Director Nally



02/1J2011 15:15	 333752402	 AKRON AIR QUALITY	 PAGE	 1/1

AKRON REGIONAL

AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Agent of thc Ohio invirqnrnentaJ Protection 4ocy • Division of tire Akron NIth Oeprftneu

Serving Mcd, Porfge and Summit Counties

TELEPHONE: (330) 375-240 	 1, M. Malcolm, PE
FAX (.330) 375-2402
	

AdnMrtor

February 9, 2011

Mr. Paul Braun
Ohio EPA - Division of Air Pollution Control
P.O. Box 1049
Columbus, Ohio 43216

RE: Ohio EPA Proposed Rules to Incorporate USEPAS Greenhouse Gas
Tailoring Rule

Dear Mr, Braun:

Akron Regional Air Quality Management District recognizes the benefit for Ohio to adopt
USEPA's permitting thresholds for stationary sources emitting greenhouse gases as
established in the Federal Greenhouse Gas Tailoring Rule.

The "Tailoring Rule" establishes a higher threshold for establishing what constitutes a
major source of greenhouse gas emissions. The adoption of this rule is crucial to avoid
imposing major source permitting requirements to sources that would otherwise be
exempt from these requirements. In addition, without the adoption of these higher
thresholds, uncertainty would exist as to which threshold applies to greenhouse gas
sources in Ohio.

We strongly support Ohio's plan to adopt USEPA'S Tailoring Rule,

Sincerely,

Robert S. Hasenyager, R,S., M.S.
Interim Administrator, ARAQMD
Environmental Health Director, Summit County Health District

Bob Hodanbosi, DAPC Air Chief - Ohio EPA
Scott Nally, Director - Ohio EPA
John Kasich, Governor State of Ohio

CITICENTJR - SUITE 904

146 SOUTH HIGH STREET AKRON, 01110 443013

An equal opportunity employer and provider o services - CR4 1964

Printed On Recycled Paper


	hearing_submittals
	021111_GHG_AJohnson-A845
	021111_GHG_AStam-A845
	021111_GHG_BKrasen-A845
	021111_GHG_BShiningBearhart-A845
	021111_GHG_CChapman-A845
	021111_GHG_HBlack-A845
	021111_GHG_HearingSpeech-A845
	021111_GHG_MGabel-A845
	021111_GHG_NJohnsonBFC-A845
	021111_GHG_RBrooks-A845
	021111_GHG_RBurley-A845
	021111_GHG_RMorton-A845
	021111_GHG_Signin-A845
	021111_GHG_TSabettaNWF-A845
	021111_GHG_VPatuakOSC-A845
	021111_GHG_WKenworth_via_INickey-A845
	021111_GHG_WReisingerOEC-A845
	2011-02-11-15-22-A845
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\Hearing_Submittals\2011-02-11-15-22-A845.html



	GHG_email_comments_2
	2011-02-10-13-32-E205
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_Unique_Comments\Unique_Comments\2011-02-10-13-32-E205.txt


	2011-02-10-13-50-D84F
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_Unique_Comments\Unique_Comments\2011-02-10-13-50-D84F.txt


	2011-02-11-10-49-563D
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_Unique_Comments\Unique_Comments\2011-02-11-10-49-563D.txt


	2011-02-11-11-53-AD49
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_Unique_Comments\Unique_Comments\2011-02-11-11-53-AD49.txt


	2011-02-11-12-16-2629
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_Unique_Comments\Unique_Comments\2011-02-11-12-16-2629.txt


	2011-02-11-12-33-7D8F
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_Unique_Comments\Unique_Comments\2011-02-11-12-33-7D8F.txt


	2011-02-11-12-48-696
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_Unique_Comments\Unique_Comments\2011-02-11-12-48-696.txt


	2011-02-11-15-26-1E66
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_Unique_Comments\Unique_Comments\2011-02-11-15-26-1E66.txt


	2011-02-11-15-43-19E3
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_Unique_Comments\Unique_Comments\2011-02-11-15-43-19E3.txt


	2011-02-11-15-43-8F84
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_Unique_Comments\Unique_Comments\2011-02-11-15-43-8F84.txt


	2011-02-11-17-01-7577
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_Unique_Comments\Unique_Comments\2011-02-11-17-01-7577.txt


	2011-02-13-15-27-94
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_Unique_Comments\Unique_Comments\2011-02-13-15-27-94.txt


	Bott_Law
	Buckeye_Forrest
	cantino
	fhw06-oh-AD49
	New_Jobs_Cleaner_Air_Report-D84F
	Ohio__Scientist_statement-2629
	Ohio_Public_Health_Association
	porter_wright
	Shumaker

	GHG_email_comments
	2011-02-07-17-39-5CF7
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-17-39-5CF7.txt


	2011-02-07-17-39-9D46
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-17-39-9D46.txt


	2011-02-07-17-41-7741
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-17-41-7741.txt


	2011-02-07-17-41-B7E0
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-17-41-B7E0.txt


	2011-02-07-17-44-361D
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-17-44-361D.txt


	2011-02-07-18-42-1D48
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-18-42-1D48.txt


	2011-02-07-18-45-3EAE
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-18-45-3EAE.txt


	2011-02-07-18-45-3F4E
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-18-45-3F4E.txt


	2011-02-07-18-45-A0BF
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-18-45-A0BF.txt


	2011-02-07-18-45-FE0F
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-18-45-FE0F.txt


	2011-02-07-19-45-5A1C
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-19-45-5A1C.txt


	2011-02-07-19-45-5BFC
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-19-45-5BFC.txt


	2011-02-07-19-45-9B5D
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-19-45-9B5D.txt


	2011-02-07-19-48-AD43
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-19-48-AD43.txt


	2011-02-07-19-48-B433
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-19-48-B433.txt


	2011-02-07-20-49-CC16
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-20-49-CC16.txt


	2011-02-07-20-49-FE04
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-20-49-FE04.txt


	2011-02-07-20-52-751B
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-20-52-751B.txt


	2011-02-07-20-52-B45A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-20-52-B45A.txt


	2011-02-07-20-52-B5BA
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-20-52-B5BA.txt


	2011-02-07-21-52-2289
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-21-52-2289.txt


	2011-02-07-21-52-7BE3
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-21-52-7BE3.txt


	2011-02-07-21-52-FBA8
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-21-52-FBA8.txt


	2011-02-07-21-55-9D82
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-21-55-9D82.txt


	2011-02-07-21-55-A669
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-21-55-A669.txt


	2011-02-07-22-03-5422
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-22-03-5422.txt


	2011-02-07-22-03-55C2
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-22-03-55C2.txt


	2011-02-07-22-03-A691
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-22-03-A691.txt


	2011-02-07-22-55-15B1
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-22-55-15B1.txt


	2011-02-07-22-58-F4D1
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-22-58-F4D1.txt


	2011-02-07-23-07-2D1D
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-23-07-2D1D.txt


	2011-02-07-23-07-73AD
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-23-07-73AD.txt


	2011-02-07-23-07-EDBC
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-23-07-EDBC.txt


	2011-02-07-23-09-8E7A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-23-09-8E7A.txt


	2011-02-07-23-09-8F9A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-07-23-09-8F9A.txt


	2011-02-08-00-10-4479
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-00-10-4479.txt


	2011-02-08-00-10-8718
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-00-10-8718.txt


	2011-02-08-00-10-9E68
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-00-10-9E68.txt


	2011-02-08-00-12-35E4
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-00-12-35E4.txt


	2011-02-08-00-19-133E
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-00-19-133E.txt


	2011-02-08-01-20-7066
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-01-20-7066.txt


	2011-02-08-01-20-7186
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-01-20-7186.txt


	2011-02-08-01-20-B127
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-01-20-B127.txt


	2011-02-08-01-23-4894
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-01-23-4894.txt


	2011-02-08-01-23-51E4
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-01-23-51E4.txt


	2011-02-08-02-27-13BF
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-02-27-13BF.txt


	2011-02-08-02-27-D31E
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-02-27-D31E.txt


	2011-02-08-02-39-F359
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-02-39-F359.txt


	2011-02-08-02-42-7349
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-02-42-7349.txt


	2011-02-08-02-42-B028
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-02-42-B028.txt


	2011-02-08-03-42-93F8
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-03-42-93F8.txt


	2011-02-08-03-43-1AD
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-03-43-1AD.txt


	2011-02-08-03-43-F40B
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-03-43-F40B.txt


	2011-02-08-03-44-171D
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-03-44-171D.txt


	2011-02-08-03-44-175A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-03-44-175A.txt


	2011-02-08-04-04-9C5E
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-04-04-9C5E.txt


	2011-02-08-04-46-6D56
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-04-46-6D56.txt


	2011-02-08-04-53-28D7
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-04-53-28D7.txt


	2011-02-08-04-53-31A7
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-04-53-31A7.txt


	2011-02-08-04-54-9AC3
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-04-54-9AC3.txt


	2011-02-08-05-08-6424
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-05-08-6424.txt


	2011-02-08-05-12-3AE9
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-05-12-3AE9.txt


	2011-02-08-05-12-FA48
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-05-12-FA48.txt


	2011-02-08-05-14-6C4F
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-05-14-6C4F.txt


	2011-02-08-05-15-FF23
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-05-15-FF23.txt


	2011-02-08-06-17-4684
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-06-17-4684.txt


	2011-02-08-06-17-8625
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-06-17-8625.txt


	2011-02-08-06-18-C184
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-06-18-C184.txt


	2011-02-08-06-20-6EE0
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-06-20-6EE0.txt


	2011-02-08-06-22-D44
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-06-22-D44.txt


	2011-02-08-07-22-FEA2
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-07-22-FEA2.txt


	2011-02-08-07-23-F5AB
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-07-23-F5AB.txt


	2011-02-08-07-28-3BA1
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-07-28-3BA1.txt


	2011-02-08-07-29-E237
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-07-29-E237.txt


	2011-02-08-07-32-4D01
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-07-32-4D01.txt


	2011-02-08-08-33-665
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-08-33-665.txt


	2011-02-08-08-34-58D5
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-08-34-58D5.txt


	2011-02-08-08-34-9874
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-08-34-9874.txt


	2011-02-08-08-36-3E94
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-08-36-3E94.txt


	2011-02-08-08-36-FE35
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-08-36-FE35.txt


	2011-02-08-09-41-F82A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-09-41-F82A.txt


	2011-02-08-09-44-EEB1
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-09-44-EEB1.txt


	2011-02-08-09-47-11A8
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-09-47-11A8.txt


	2011-02-08-09-47-8D8
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-09-47-8D8.txt


	2011-02-08-09-48-FA52
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-09-48-FA52.txt


	2011-02-08-10-50-576E
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-10-50-576E.txt


	2011-02-08-10-50-6C85
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-10-50-6C85.txt


	2011-02-08-10-50-AFE4
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-10-50-AFE4.txt


	2011-02-08-10-50-B694
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-10-50-B694.txt


	2011-02-08-10-50-B774
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-10-50-B774.txt


	2011-02-08-11-01-9A3A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-11-01-9A3A.txt


	2011-02-08-11-04-AC37
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-11-04-AC37.txt


	2011-02-08-11-55-B2
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-11-55-B2.txt


	2011-02-08-11-57-BF1B
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-11-57-BF1B.txt


	2011-02-08-12-01-6CE3
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-12-01-6CE3.txt


	2011-02-08-12-08-4C04
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-12-08-4C04.txt


	2011-02-08-12-08-726A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-12-08-726A.txt


	2011-02-08-12-11-E322
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-12-11-E322.txt


	2011-02-08-12-13-EFFB
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-12-13-EFFB.txt


	2011-02-08-12-24-B2FF
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-12-24-B2FF.txt


	2011-02-08-13-28-8099
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-13-28-8099.txt


	2011-02-08-13-31-DDAB
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-13-31-DDAB.txt


	2011-02-08-13-33-B27B
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-13-33-B27B.txt


	2011-02-08-13-36-DBAE
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-13-36-DBAE.txt


	2011-02-08-13-37-8AAF
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-13-37-8AAF.txt


	2011-02-08-14-39-144A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-14-39-144A.txt


	2011-02-08-14-39-27B8
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-14-39-27B8.txt


	2011-02-08-14-39-D4EB
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-14-39-D4EB.txt


	2011-02-08-14-43-CC89
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-14-43-CC89.txt


	2011-02-08-14-45-A270
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-14-45-A270.txt


	2011-02-08-17-59-8FB9
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-17-59-8FB9.txt


	2011-02-08-18-02-D0B9
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-18-02-D0B9.txt


	2011-02-08-18-03-9444
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-18-03-9444.txt


	2011-02-08-18-03-C372
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-18-03-C372.txt


	2011-02-08-18-04-65D6
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-18-04-65D6.txt


	2011-02-08-18-09-EC6D
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-18-09-EC6D.txt


	2011-02-08-18-41-47F1
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-18-41-47F1.txt


	2011-02-08-18-41-76D1
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-18-41-76D1.txt


	2011-02-08-18-41-9E20
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-18-41-9E20.txt


	2011-02-08-18-43-8C93
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-18-43-8C93.txt


	2011-02-08-18-44-5DB5
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-18-44-5DB5.txt


	2011-02-08-18-44-CC57
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-18-44-CC57.txt


	2011-02-08-18-44-CDB7
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-18-44-CDB7.txt


	2011-02-08-18-46-4E5
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-18-46-4E5.txt


	2011-02-08-18-46-5E20
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-18-46-5E20.txt


	2011-02-08-19-12-C29E
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-19-12-C29E.txt


	2011-02-08-19-12-FB44
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-19-12-FB44.txt


	2011-02-08-19-14-75D5
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-19-14-75D5.txt


	2011-02-08-19-15-9311
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-19-15-9311.txt


	2011-02-08-19-16-F20C
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-19-16-F20C.txt


	2011-02-08-19-36-11BC
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-19-36-11BC.txt


	2011-02-08-19-36-B0C
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-19-36-B0C.txt


	2011-02-08-19-36-C86D
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-19-36-C86D.txt


	2011-02-08-19-36-D0FD
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-19-36-D0FD.txt


	2011-02-08-19-36-D11D
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-19-36-D11D.txt


	2011-02-08-20-26-1970
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-20-26-1970.txt


	2011-02-08-20-26-2B62
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-20-26-2B62.txt


	2011-02-08-20-26-7E76
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-20-26-7E76.txt


	2011-02-08-20-28-D976
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-20-28-D976.txt


	2011-02-08-20-30-FE81
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-20-30-FE81.txt


	2011-02-08-21-31-2C17
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-21-31-2C17.txt


	2011-02-08-21-31-DB96
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-21-31-DB96.txt


	2011-02-08-21-33-D4CA
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-21-33-D4CA.txt


	2011-02-08-21-36-78A3
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-21-36-78A3.txt


	2011-02-08-21-36-7943
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-21-36-7943.txt


	2011-02-08-22-36-669A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-22-36-669A.txt


	2011-02-08-22-39-48C
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-22-39-48C.txt


	2011-02-08-22-43-6ED9
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-22-43-6ED9.txt


	2011-02-08-22-43-6F39
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-22-43-6F39.txt


	2011-02-08-22-45-7AE1
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-22-45-7AE1.txt


	2011-02-08-23-52-CBBA
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-23-52-CBBA.txt


	2011-02-08-23-52-F0A1
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-23-52-F0A1.txt


	2011-02-08-23-53-32A7
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-23-53-32A7.txt


	2011-02-08-23-54-6FB0
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-23-54-6FB0.txt


	2011-02-08-23-56-4EB
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-08-23-56-4EB.txt


	2011-02-09-00-00-6447
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-00-00-6447.txt


	2011-02-09-00-01-993F
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-00-01-993F.txt


	2011-02-09-00-57-28A5
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-00-57-28A5.txt


	2011-02-09-00-58-EA99
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-00-58-EA99.txt


	2011-02-09-00-59-8006
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-00-59-8006.txt


	2011-02-09-01-04-6280
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-01-04-6280.txt


	2011-02-09-01-06-11A2
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-01-06-11A2.txt


	2011-02-09-01-10-84DB
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-01-10-84DB.txt


	2011-02-09-01-14-4D7E
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-01-14-4D7E.txt


	2011-02-09-01-15-5D01
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-01-15-5D01.txt


	2011-02-09-02-16-E0A2
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-02-16-E0A2.txt


	2011-02-09-02-19-D873
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-02-19-D873.txt


	2011-02-09-02-19-E22F
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-02-19-E22F.txt


	2011-02-09-02-22-BF25
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-02-22-BF25.txt


	2011-02-09-02-27-7254
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-02-27-7254.txt


	2011-02-09-03-27-ED72
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-03-27-ED72.txt


	2011-02-09-03-35-5AC
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-03-35-5AC.txt


	2011-02-09-03-36-AAE8
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-03-36-AAE8.txt


	2011-02-09-03-43-48F9
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-03-43-48F9.txt


	2011-02-09-03-44-B0FC
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-03-44-B0FC.txt


	2011-02-09-04-04-5368
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-04-04-5368.txt


	2011-02-09-04-06-AB4D
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-04-06-AB4D.txt


	2011-02-09-04-09-B6B6
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-04-09-B6B6.txt


	2011-02-09-04-54-F625
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-04-54-F625.txt


	2011-02-09-04-58-7E49
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-04-58-7E49.txt


	2011-02-09-05-12-EF7
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-05-12-EF7.txt


	2011-02-09-05-30-CFCF
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-05-30-CFCF.txt


	2011-02-09-05-33-3163
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-05-33-3163.txt


	2011-02-09-05-38-8086
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-05-38-8086.txt


	2011-02-09-05-40-9392
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-05-40-9392.txt


	2011-02-09-06-00-9434
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-06-00-9434.txt


	2011-02-09-06-02-DCCE
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-06-02-DCCE.txt


	2011-02-09-06-45-40AD
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-06-45-40AD.txt


	2011-02-09-06-46-87EC
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-06-46-87EC.txt


	2011-02-09-06-55-1640
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-06-55-1640.txt


	2011-02-09-07-08-F56B
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-07-08-F56B.txt


	2011-02-09-07-15-4E41
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-07-15-4E41.txt


	2011-02-09-07-18-BF4D
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-07-18-BF4D.txt


	2011-02-09-07-36-6DAE
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-07-36-6DAE.txt


	2011-02-09-07-48-9BC5
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-07-48-9BC5.txt


	2011-02-09-08-05-8DB1
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-08-05-8DB1.txt


	2011-02-09-08-09-56DE
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-08-09-56DE.txt


	2011-02-09-08-15-5342
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-08-15-5342.txt


	2011-02-09-08-44-B6F3
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-08-44-B6F3.txt


	2011-02-09-08-55-C7B0
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-08-55-C7B0.txt


	2011-02-09-09-17-9571
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-09-17-9571.txt


	2011-02-09-09-31-82E4
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-09-31-82E4.txt


	2011-02-09-09-37-8E97
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-09-37-8E97.txt


	2011-02-09-09-40-D5B5
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-09-40-D5B5.txt


	2011-02-09-09-41-E2DB
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-09-41-E2DB.txt


	2011-02-09-10-26-FC99
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-10-26-FC99.txt


	2011-02-09-10-35-F94F
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-10-35-F94F.txt


	2011-02-09-10-39-1BD9
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-10-39-1BD9.txt


	2011-02-09-10-51-D33E
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-10-51-D33E.txt


	2011-02-09-10-53-44BA
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-10-53-44BA.txt


	2011-02-09-11-10-E185
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-11-10-E185.txt


	2011-02-09-11-11-486C
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-11-11-486C.txt


	2011-02-09-11-16-2285
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-11-16-2285.txt


	2011-02-09-11-22-10AF
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-11-22-10AF.txt


	2011-02-09-11-22-80FF
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-11-22-80FF.txt


	2011-02-09-12-04-F520
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-12-04-F520.txt


	2011-02-09-12-11-36F6
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-12-11-36F6.txt


	2011-02-09-12-27-3B19
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-12-27-3B19.txt


	2011-02-09-12-56-5421
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-12-56-5421.txt


	2011-02-09-12-56-B290
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-12-56-B290.txt


	2011-02-09-13-13-81D5
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-13-13-81D5.txt


	2011-02-09-13-14-93AC
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-13-14-93AC.txt


	2011-02-09-13-23-DF7E
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-13-23-DF7E.txt


	2011-02-09-13-24-80A0
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-13-24-80A0.txt


	2011-02-09-13-27-6358
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-13-27-6358.txt


	2011-02-09-14-35-23
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-14-35-23.txt


	2011-02-09-14-35-CA50
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-14-35-CA50.txt


	2011-02-09-14-41-3BB1
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-14-41-3BB1.txt


	2011-02-09-14-41-9D24
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-14-41-9D24.txt


	2011-02-09-14-44-7381
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-14-44-7381.txt


	2011-02-09-15-00-B3CA
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-15-00-B3CA.txt


	2011-02-09-15-45-5906
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-15-45-5906.txt


	2011-02-09-15-54-72C5
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-15-54-72C5.txt


	2011-02-09-15-55-2223
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-15-55-2223.txt


	2011-02-09-15-57-6ECC
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-15-57-6ECC.txt


	2011-02-09-16-03-699E
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-16-03-699E.txt


	2011-02-09-16-05-735A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-16-05-735A.txt


	2011-02-09-16-13-DFF
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-16-13-DFF.txt


	2011-02-09-16-15-54BF
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-16-15-54BF.txt


	2011-02-09-16-15-5DC
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-16-15-5DC.txt


	2011-02-09-17-16-BFC5
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-17-16-BFC5.txt


	2011-02-09-17-16-EB73
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-17-16-EB73.txt


	2011-02-09-17-17-1947
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-17-17-1947.txt


	2011-02-09-17-18-52A6
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-17-18-52A6.txt


	2011-02-09-17-22-B879
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-17-22-B879.txt


	2011-02-09-18-02-282B
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-18-02-282B.txt


	2011-02-09-18-17-30E1
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-18-17-30E1.txt


	2011-02-09-18-17-3321
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-18-17-3321.txt


	2011-02-09-18-17-F380
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-18-17-F380.txt


	2011-02-09-18-24-3377
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-18-24-3377.txt


	2011-02-09-18-25-6266
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-18-25-6266.txt


	2011-02-09-18-38-ADC4
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-18-38-ADC4.txt


	2011-02-09-18-47-38D4
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-18-47-38D4.txt


	2011-02-09-18-47-6855
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-18-47-6855.txt


	2011-02-09-18-47-69B5
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-18-47-69B5.txt


	2011-02-09-18-54-E9FA
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-18-54-E9FA.txt


	2011-02-09-19-06-BAF5
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-19-06-BAF5.txt


	2011-02-09-19-09-FBD
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-19-09-FBD.txt


	2011-02-09-19-12-5344
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-19-12-5344.txt


	2011-02-09-19-18-8530
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-19-18-8530.txt


	2011-02-09-19-19-726B
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-19-19-726B.txt


	2011-02-09-19-20-ECF0
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-19-20-ECF0.txt


	2011-02-09-19-48-19CE
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-19-48-19CE.txt


	2011-02-09-19-48-C01F
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-19-48-C01F.txt


	2011-02-09-20-18-309B
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-20-18-309B.txt


	2011-02-09-20-27-B160
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-20-27-B160.txt


	2011-02-09-20-28-F99A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-20-28-F99A.txt


	2011-02-09-20-29-6504
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-20-29-6504.txt


	2011-02-09-20-36-341E
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-20-36-341E.txt


	2011-02-09-20-39-BE23
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-20-39-BE23.txt


	2011-02-09-20-48-1D02
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-20-48-1D02.txt


	2011-02-09-20-48-3660
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-20-48-3660.txt


	2011-02-09-20-48-472
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-20-48-472.txt


	2011-02-09-20-48-DCB3
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-20-48-DCB3.txt


	2011-02-09-21-18-67DA
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-21-18-67DA.txt


	2011-02-09-21-18-FD21
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-21-18-FD21.txt


	2011-02-09-21-50-1562
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-21-50-1562.txt


	2011-02-09-21-50-D533
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-21-50-D533.txt


	2011-02-09-21-51-8BCC
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-21-51-8BCC.txt


	2011-02-09-21-54-D7A8
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-21-54-D7A8.txt


	2011-02-09-21-56-D317
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-21-56-D317.txt


	2011-02-09-22-03-3464
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-22-03-3464.txt


	2011-02-09-22-16-10D4
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-22-16-10D4.txt


	2011-02-09-22-18-4A21
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-22-18-4A21.txt


	2011-02-09-22-18-4BC1
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-22-18-4BC1.txt


	2011-02-09-22-25-A867
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-22-25-A867.txt


	2011-02-09-22-28-57D2
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-22-28-57D2.txt


	2011-02-09-22-28-7F82
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-22-28-7F82.txt


	2011-02-09-23-22-FC19
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-23-22-FC19.txt


	2011-02-09-23-38-3453
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-23-38-3453.txt


	2011-02-09-23-51-69FF
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-23-51-69FF.txt


	2011-02-09-23-52-C7B2
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-23-52-C7B2.txt


	2011-02-09-23-57-F88A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-09-23-57-F88A.txt


	2011-02-10-00-22-3CFD
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-00-22-3CFD.txt


	2011-02-10-00-30-BEEF
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-00-30-BEEF.txt


	2011-02-10-00-39-977B
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-00-39-977B.txt


	2011-02-10-00-43-AC25
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-00-43-AC25.txt


	2011-02-10-00-50-42D1
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-00-50-42D1.txt


	2011-02-10-01-07-F832
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-01-07-F832.txt


	2011-02-10-01-08-471
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-01-08-471.txt


	2011-02-10-01-10-3351
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-01-10-3351.txt


	2011-02-10-01-51-6C7E
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-01-51-6C7E.txt


	2011-02-10-01-58-7F2B
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-01-58-7F2B.txt


	2011-02-10-02-17-E8D6
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-02-17-E8D6.txt


	2011-02-10-02-18-2339
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-02-18-2339.txt


	2011-02-10-02-35-5F0C
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-02-35-5F0C.txt


	2011-02-10-02-37-65FC
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-02-37-65FC.txt


	2011-02-10-02-39-C568
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-02-39-C568.txt


	2011-02-10-03-22-58BA
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-03-22-58BA.txt


	2011-02-10-03-43-1E07
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-03-43-1E07.txt


	2011-02-10-03-50-1BC1
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-03-50-1BC1.txt


	2011-02-10-03-51-D505
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-03-51-D505.txt


	2011-02-10-03-58-FB89
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-03-58-FB89.txt


	2011-02-10-04-27-8131
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-04-27-8131.txt


	2011-02-10-04-38-AA33
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-04-38-AA33.txt


	2011-02-10-04-46-82D7
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-04-46-82D7.txt


	2011-02-10-04-47-9BE0
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-04-47-9BE0.txt


	2011-02-10-04-50-6465
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-04-50-6465.txt


	2011-02-10-05-04-874B
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-05-04-874B.txt


	2011-02-10-05-05-5C46
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-05-05-5C46.txt


	2011-02-10-05-05-6B54
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-05-05-6B54.txt


	2011-02-10-05-05-9972
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-05-05-9972.txt


	2011-02-10-05-59-2B6B
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-05-59-2B6B.txt


	2011-02-10-06-04-FAFD
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-06-04-FAFD.txt


	2011-02-10-06-05-B9D0
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-06-05-B9D0.txt


	2011-02-10-06-34-3842
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-06-34-3842.txt


	2011-02-10-06-39-113E
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-06-39-113E.txt


	2011-02-10-06-49-41D8
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-06-49-41D8.txt


	2011-02-10-06-51-D495
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-06-51-D495.txt


	2011-02-10-07-13-1EAD
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-07-13-1EAD.txt


	2011-02-10-07-14-1B4D
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-07-14-1B4D.txt


	2011-02-10-07-19-8359
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-07-19-8359.txt


	2011-02-10-07-42-B72A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-07-42-B72A.txt


	2011-02-10-07-48-F5A9
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-07-48-F5A9.txt


	2011-02-10-07-49-3596
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-07-49-3596.txt


	2011-02-10-08-12-1546
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-08-12-1546.txt


	2011-02-10-08-21-A590
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-08-21-A590.txt


	2011-02-10-08-22-393C
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-08-22-393C.txt


	2011-02-10-08-29-2A05
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-08-29-2A05.txt


	2011-02-10-08-30-F190
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-08-30-F190.txt


	2011-02-10-08-49-C3C
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-08-49-C3C.txt


	2011-02-10-08-49-CC9D
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-08-49-CC9D.txt


	2011-02-10-09-19-A2A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-09-19-A2A.txt


	2011-02-10-09-19-CA8B
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-09-19-CA8B.txt


	2011-02-10-09-40-3CC8
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-09-40-3CC8.txt


	2011-02-10-09-47-73A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-09-47-73A.txt


	2011-02-10-09-48-525B
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-09-48-525B.txt


	2011-02-10-09-48-744B
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-09-48-744B.txt


	2011-02-10-09-49-1A1B
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-09-49-1A1B.txt


	2011-02-10-09-49-8C6C
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-09-49-8C6C.txt


	2011-02-10-10-14-5B4E
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-10-14-5B4E.txt


	2011-02-10-10-19-E13C
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-10-19-E13C.txt


	2011-02-10-10-24-4046
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-10-24-4046.txt


	2011-02-10-10-26-D0A0
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-10-26-D0A0.txt


	2011-02-10-10-30-940
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-10-30-940.txt


	2011-02-10-10-31-FC3A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-10-31-FC3A.txt


	2011-02-10-10-49-9C3
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-10-49-9C3.txt


	2011-02-10-11-00-BEBC
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-11-00-BEBC.txt


	2011-02-10-11-19-7C77
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-11-19-7C77.txt


	2011-02-10-11-28-2D4B
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-11-28-2D4B.txt


	2011-02-10-11-29-883E
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-11-29-883E.txt


	2011-02-10-11-53-1A84
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-11-53-1A84.txt


	2011-02-10-11-58-BEFF
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-11-58-BEFF.txt


	2011-02-10-12-19-98D0
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-12-19-98D0.txt


	2011-02-10-12-22-82A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-12-22-82A.txt


	2011-02-10-12-23-CEA7
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-12-23-CEA7.txt


	2011-02-10-12-26-3EF1
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-12-26-3EF1.txt


	2011-02-10-12-31-AB7A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-12-31-AB7A.txt


	2011-02-10-12-35-9805
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-12-35-9805.txt


	2011-02-10-13-00-5B98
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-13-00-5B98.txt


	2011-02-10-13-09-C975
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-13-09-C975.txt


	2011-02-10-13-16-A6A8
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-13-16-A6A8.txt


	2011-02-10-13-49-82A8
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-13-49-82A8.txt


	2011-02-10-13-49-EA9F
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-13-49-EA9F.txt


	2011-02-10-13-51-1C42
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-13-51-1C42.txt


	2011-02-10-13-58-78A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-13-58-78A.txt


	2011-02-10-14-06-8073
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-14-06-8073.txt


	2011-02-10-14-10-F45
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-14-10-F45.txt


	2011-02-10-14-17-A7BB
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-14-17-A7BB.txt


	2011-02-10-14-44-4806
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-14-44-4806.txt


	2011-02-10-14-50-175B
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-14-50-175B.txt


	2011-02-10-14-56-9B44
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-14-56-9B44.txt


	2011-02-10-15-17-50D5
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-15-17-50D5.txt


	2011-02-10-15-32-C312
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-15-32-C312.txt


	2011-02-10-15-40-AE3C
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-15-40-AE3C.txt


	2011-02-10-15-48-EFF0
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-15-48-EFF0.txt


	2011-02-10-15-58-5D14
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-15-58-5D14.txt


	2011-02-10-16-00-6F2E
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-16-00-6F2E.txt


	2011-02-10-16-10-FC7A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-16-10-FC7A.txt


	2011-02-10-16-11-AE9B
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-16-11-AE9B.txt


	2011-02-10-16-13-4209
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-16-13-4209.txt


	2011-02-10-16-36-205F
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-16-36-205F.txt


	2011-02-10-17-10-4654
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-17-10-4654.txt


	2011-02-10-17-12-76C3
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-17-12-76C3.txt


	2011-02-10-17-14-9B73
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-17-14-9B73.txt


	2011-02-10-17-38-65CE
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-17-38-65CE.txt


	2011-02-10-17-39-602E
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-17-39-602E.txt


	2011-02-10-17-50-E504
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-17-50-E504.txt


	2011-02-10-18-12-8D1
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-18-12-8D1.txt


	2011-02-10-18-17-4723
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-18-17-4723.txt


	2011-02-10-18-50-D01D
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-18-50-D01D.txt


	2011-02-10-21-27-D29A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-21-27-D29A.txt


	2011-02-10-22-57-9F95
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-22-57-9F95.txt


	2011-02-10-22-57-AD87
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-10-22-57-AD87.txt


	2011-02-11-00-23-4181
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-11-00-23-4181.txt


	2011-02-11-00-53-403C
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-11-00-53-403C.txt


	2011-02-11-09-55-5992
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-11-09-55-5992.txt


	2011-02-11-11-23-BCA8
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-11-11-23-BCA8.txt


	2011-02-11-11-53-919A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-11-11-53-919A.txt


	2011-02-11-13-33-E392
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-11-13-33-E392.txt


	2011-02-11-13-50-74E
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-11-13-50-74E.txt


	2011-02-11-14-44-4095
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-11-14-44-4095.txt


	2011-02-11-15-20-16F1
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-11-15-20-16F1.txt


	2011-02-11-16-50-6973
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-11-16-50-6973.txt


	2011-02-12-09-31-3B4F
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-12-09-31-3B4F.txt


	2011-02-12-12-50-9C48
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-12-12-50-9C48.txt


	2011-02-12-16-42-3463
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-12-16-42-3463.txt


	2011-02-12-19-42-FDF3
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-12-19-42-FDF3.txt


	2011-02-13-01-51-E4CB
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-13-01-51-E4CB.txt


	2011-02-13-04-51-7AFC
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-13-04-51-7AFC.txt


	2011-02-13-08-05-4032
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-13-08-05-4032.txt


	2011-02-13-13-15-9477
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-13-13-15-9477.txt


	2011-02-13-19-30-F339
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-13-19-30-F339.txt


	2011-02-13-21-40-8587
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-13-21-40-8587.txt


	2011-02-14-10-19-D700
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-14-10-19-D700.txt


	2011-02-14-19-11-9C74
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-14-19-11-9C74.txt


	2011-02-14-20-05-5A7A
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-14-20-05-5A7A.txt


	2011-02-14-23-10-E47B
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-14-23-10-E47B.txt


	2011-02-15-01-37-D74C
	Local Disk
	C:\temp\Cabinet\GHG_rule_comments\2011-02-15-01-37-D74C.txt


	MORPC_Comments_to_Ohio_EPA_GHG_Permitting_Rule_2_11_11-4095




