
From: Lauren Goldberg
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Subject: 173 Public Comments on WQS Rulemaking
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Ecology and EPA: 

I am submitting the attached public comments on behalf of Columbia Riverkeeper members.  The
attached document contains 173 public comments.

I would greatly appreciate if you could confirm receipt of this email and the attachment.

Thank you,

Lauren

-- 

Lauren Goldberg | Staff Attorney 
Columbia Riverkeeper | 111 Third St. Hood River,
OR 97031 
541.965.0985 | lauren@columbiariverkeeper.org
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Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Metzger
5105 SW Evelyn St.
Portland, OR 97219
 
5032468505







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Rankin
111 NW 11th
Corvallis, OR 97330







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tara Miller
4620 NE 14th Pl
Portland, OR 97211







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish. Protect us NOW!!
 
Sincerely,
 
Cal Roberts
9305 NE 25th CT
Vancouver, WA 98665
 
1360 892 1985







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Species
1922 9th Ave. # 401
Seattle, WA 98101







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Wood
PO Box 1662
Hood River, OR 97031
 
5413872023







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Hays
18553 S Ferguson Rd
Oregon City, OR 97045
 
(503) 631-4463







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Brinkley
2582 W 28th Ave
Eugene, OR 97405







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Since the Columbia River borders Oregon, and I enjoy the outdoors (and spend money in
the process) in Washington, this issue affects me even though I am not a Washington
resident.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tod E. Fiste
Portland, OR
 
Tod Fiste
2037 N Winchell St
Portland, OR 97217
 
5033511665







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is UNACCEPTABLE!!  Rather than deal
with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short
cuts and CREATING LOOPHOLES!  For example, the state’s proposal INCREASES
allowable CANCER RISK TENFOLD---and in many cases, Ecology’s proposal does
NOTHING to increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known cancer-causing
pollutants!!
 
This is UNACCEPTABLE!  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.
I STRONGLY URGE Ecology to establish STRONGER water quality standards that will
lead to cleaner, safer waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow
the law and protect public health, EPA HAS AN OBLIGATION TO STEP IN and protect
people who rely on local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,  David M. Scheer, DC
 
David Scheer
2715 Cody Circle...#102
Bellingham, WA 98225







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
How many people get sick because of these pollutants?
 
Sincerely,
 
bruce bauer
PO Box 1604
medford, OR 97501







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Engle
5946 NE Hoyt
portland, OR 97213
 
503-896-9967







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Or we could just boycott Washington products.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Albert
285 NW 35th Street, Apt.8
Corvallis, OR 97330
 
5417532910







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish. '
Obviously this is a very complex issue, but I have first hand knowledge of the pollution in
Willapa Bay as a result of the use of pesticides for over 60 years in the case of carbaryl.
The scientific information on glyphosate which has been used indiscriminately all over
Washington state is linking this chemical to various cancers, parkinsons et al, and yet
neither carbaryl or glyphosate are mentioned as chemicals to be reviewed in any clean
water assessment.  Chris Grue a researcher for the University of Washington and the
Pacific Coast Oystergrowers association had an abstract published(2003) that stated that
glyphosate had been found in the gonads of willapa bay oysters.  The study on which that
was based has not been released.  These are only the tip of the iceberg in Washington
State and the DOE's failure to protect the health of our ecosystem and the people who eat
the fish and shellfish et al.  It seems to never be mentioned that the water does not belong
to those who pollute the water, it belongs to the people and the people deserve better from
the agencies who have the responsibility to take of our precious water resources.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fritz Cohen
PO Box 82
Nahcotta, WA 98637
 
3606654543







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Sullivan
7220 99th Ave SW
Lakewood , WA 98498
 
253-278-1026







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jared Howe
4107 Martin Luther King, Jr. Way S
Seattle, WA 98108
 
206-250-2568







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Ballard
18008 176th Ave NE
Woodinville, WA 98072







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
I'm from Oregon now, but toxic pollutants entering Washington waterways draining into the
Columbia River and the Pacific Coast affect me and everyone else in this state, not to
mention the entire food chain throughout the Pacific Northwest.  Please do everything you
can to strengthen standards, NOT weaken them!
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darvel Lloyd
54 S.E. 74th Ave.
Portland, OR 97215
 
503-251-2784







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Morrison
19030 Fremont Avenue North
Shoreline, WA 98133







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Morrison
19030 Fremont Avenue North
Shoreline, WA 98133







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evan Neptune
38th st
vancouver, WA 98683
 
(360) 256-9028







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve grumm
2613 nw 63rd st.
seattle, WA 98107
 
206-922-3361







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Hays
18553 S Ferguson Rd
Oregon City, OR 97045
 
(503) 631-4463







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russell Luke
708 W 38th St
Vancouver, WA 98660
 
3606245927







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Harris
5920 Iowa Dr
Hood River, OR 97031
 
4062705352







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa Allen
6184 North Fork Rd.
Deming, WA 98244







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara King
6647 Montevista Dr SE
Auburn, WA 98092







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fredrick Seil
1 Twain Ave.
Berkeley, CA 94708







Washington Department of Ecology
 
EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to mess with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo concerning
toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with the
serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  The state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk tenfold.  In
many cases, Ecology’s proposal does not increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and
known cancer causing pollutants.
 
We deserve standards that protect public health.  Ecology must establish stronger water
quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer waterways without pollution loopholes.  If
Ecology does not follow the law and protect public health, EPA has an obligation to step in
and protect people who rely on local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Nitz
802 Front
Missoula, MT 59802







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rob Cochran
2019 SE 12th Ave
Portland, OR 97214







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rusty West
1622 NE Perkins Way
Shoreline, WA 98155







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Naomi Berg
1115 SE Rex Street
Portland, OR 97202







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Mullett & Patricia March
723 Lafayette Ave
Columbus, IN 47201
 
8123727245







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Angell
ponderosa rd
rescue, CA 95672







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marguery Lee Zucker
1966 Orchard St.
Eugene, OR 97403







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
 We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone not only corporations and
Ecology is charged with this duty.  I urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality
standards that will lead to cleaner, safer waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology
does not follow the law and protect public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and
protect people who rely on local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Howard Shapiro
7426 SE 21st Ave.
Portland, OR 97202
 
9712795819







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Cole
806 NE Pinebrook Ave
Vancouver, WA 98684
 
3602544676







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
It is time to move beyond maintaining the status quo when it comes to toxic pollution in our
waterways and fish. Rather than cook the numbers and definitions of what is acceptable,
what is needed here is just a small bit of bravery (since this quality is completely absent at
the federal level). As a state governing authority, you are more connected to the
communities which are effected by the health of our water byways.  In many cases,
Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known
cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.
Please establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer waterways
without pollution loopholes. 
 
Sincerely,
 
George Jacobs
 
George Jacobs
3104 SE Morrison St.
Portland, OR 97214
 
5032368083







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Ceravolo
1271 ne 219
Ridgefield, WA 98642







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gretchen Clay
2612 Utter St.
Bellingham, WA 98225
 
360 6500963







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zbigniew Grabowski
89 NE Meikle Pl
Portland, OR 97213
 
8606174106







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely, John Cronk
 
john cronk
910 NW 117th Street
Vancouver, WA 98685
 
3606079648







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mauria McClay
8125 NE Wygant
Portland, OR 97218







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mytzi Rudolph
222 e st1
vancouver, WA 98663
 
360 2566311







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Teach
3708 E Evergreen Blvd
Vancouver, WA 98661
 
3606949753







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Hultengren
1570 Aerial Way S. E.
Salem,, OR 97302







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nona Franklin
PO Box 1296
Fairview, OR 97024
 
5036697159







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty J. Van Wicklen
41 Lake Shore Dr.  #2B
Watervliet, NY 12189
 
999-999-9999







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
sylvie C
le bourg
cubjac, ot 24640







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brent Rocks
1518 SW Upper Hall st
Portland, OR 97201







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maxine Schwartz
8325 SE 11th Ave
Portland, OR 97202







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,BJ Cornett
 
Ursula Petralia
1604 w state route 4
skamokawa, WV 98647
 
(360) 795-3025







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virgene Link
P.O.Box 543
Anacortes, WA 98221







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Hague
1 3rd Street Unit #201
Astoria, OR 97103







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie and Doug  Rohrer
4416 Landmark Dr
Mount Vernon, WA 98274
 
360-428-0351







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne Oulman
816 14th St Bellingham, WA 98225-6304
Bellingham, WA 98225
 
360-961-5447







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
I can't believe we actually have to ASK you to stop the poisoning of our food supply. DO
THE RIGHT THING!
 
Sincerely,
 
David & Judith Laws
1718 Valencia Street
Bellingham, WA 98229
 
360 650-1015







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but mainly to maintain the lax status quo when
it comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is not acceptable. 
 
Ecology is taking short cuts and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal
increases allowable cancer risk tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does
absolutely nothing to increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known cancer-
causing pollutants. This is not acceptable. 
 
We deserve standards that genuinely protect public health for everyone.  I urge Ecology to
establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer waterways without
pollution loopholes.  If Ecology will not follow the law and protect public health, EPA has a
duty to step in and protect people who rely on local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ramona Crocker
9720 SW Robbins Dr.
Beaverton, OR 97008
 
503-524-7547







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hal Anthony
3995 Russell Road
Grants Pass, OR 97526







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adina Parsley
20420 Marine Dr, Apt P2
Stanwood, WA 98292







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Goldrich
2262 Birch Ln.
Eugene, OR 97403







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda  MacKay
504 W 24th
Vancouver, WA 98660
 
360-906-8106







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda  MacKay
504 W 24th
Vancouver, WA 98660
 
360-906-8106







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Why is it that we won't stop killing the waters, chopping the trees, hunting the animals just
because we have blood in our eye.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linore Blackstone
1745 NE 29th Ave
Portland, OR 97213







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
More than unacceptable, unethical, cruel, immoral. Amazing what monsters we humans
have become. Are we blind to what we are doing, all that we are destroying?
 
Sincerely,
 
Linore Blackstone
1745 NE 29th Ave
Portland, OR 97213







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colette Heath
20 Halsey Rd Apt 2
Astoria, OR 97103
 
5038916821







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Aszman
2277 Glenwood Hwy.
Goldendale, WA 98620
 
5097737794







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gordon and Talula Wilson
1315 SE 35th
Portland, OR 97214
 
503-956-6634







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
It's absolutely astounding that WA state has some of the nation's least protective toxic
pollution standards. And your current proposal does nothing to keep the toxins out of our
waterways. For being such a progressive state, it's really frustrating that the polluters
clearly are running the show when it comes to stopping them from continuing to poison our
waterways. Enough is enough. Please go back to the drawing board and come up with a
proposal without loopholes that will protect our precious waters from this onslaught of
toxins.
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gayle Janzen
11232 Dayton Ave N
Seattle, WA 98133
 
(206) 362-9278







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda and W.T. Nagy
1715 SE Reedway St.
Portland, OR 97202
 
503-232-7597







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Gannon
162 W. Grand Avenue
Astoria, OR 97103
 
503-325-3454







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Kaminker
10638 SW Capitol Hwy
Portland, OR 97219







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim McDonald
4723 126th St NE
Marysville, WA 98271







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Tyree II
9005 SW Caroline Dr
Portland, OR 97225
 
5038905615







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Rothenberger
9 Merlin Avenue
New Fairfield, CT 06812
 
9144838642







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Caspers-Curl
P.O. Box 1
Naselle, WA 98638
 
360-484-7783







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janna Rolland
6227 34th Avenue NE
Seattle, WA 98115







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paris Hunt
4045 N Colonial Ave.
Portland, OR 97227
 
7757629893







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
Judith Landy
 
Judith                           Landy
North 30th St.
Mount Vernon, WA 98273







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
In a state known for its pristine beauty, gorgeous waterways, towering mountains, and
beautiful forests it seems preposterous that Washington does not have the protections in
place to protect its water quality. It is time that changes!
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Couche
4718 SE 31st Ave.
Portland, OR 97202
 
5039980185







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elyette Weinstein
5000 Orvas Court SE
Olympia, WA 98501







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Langley
1 Third St #201
Astoria, OR 97103
 
5034682080







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet M. Anderson
570 Canyon Vista Drive
Paso Robles, CA 93446







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russ Berger
5639 E. Gateway Dr.
Boise, ID 83716
 
2083830075







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Baus
1419 NE 103rd Ct
Vancouver, WA 98664
 
(360) 253-3141







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Monahan
2425 Glen Haven Road
Lake Oswego, OR 97034







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Verbeck
200 W 28th S
Vancouver, WA 98660







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Tinker
5558 SE Oak
Portland, OR 97215







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Brown
800 Highway 238
Jacksonville, OR 97530







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Smith
3733 e smith rd
Bellingham, WA 98226







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and WA Dept. of Ecology,
 
WA Dept. of Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo
when it comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than
deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking
short cuts and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable
cancer risk tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase
restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is reprehensible!  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janna Auslam
1718 SE 42nd Ave.
Portland, OR 97215







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Neil Shargel
3940 NE 20th Ave
Portland, OR 97212
 
5032881852







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Badger-Cain
3118 SE Schiller St.
Portland, OR 97202
 
503-249-2853







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Basey Klopp
1808 NW Vicksburg Avenue
Bend, OR 97701







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Please be sure to do the right thing. Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely
maintain the status quo when it comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is
unacceptable.  Rather than deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening
public health, Ecology is taking short cuts and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s
proposal increases allowable cancer risk tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does
nothing to increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known cancer-causing
pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable to me.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.
 I Laura Patterson, urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead
to cleaner, safer waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law
and protect public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on
local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Patterson
5416 N. McKinzie Rd
Otis Orchards, WA 99027
 
5094758979







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Zuniga
301 NE 65th Ave
Portland, OR 97213
 
5032610916







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology’s proposal:
 
 takes short cuts and creates loopholes 
increases allowable cancer risk tenfold. 
does nothing to increase restrictions on known cancer-causing pollutants & neurotoxins
and ignores current increased fish consumption rates
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.
 
If Ecology does not follow the law and protect public health, EPA has an obligation to step
in and protect people. We are all exposed to toxins every day from a variety of sources,
some outside our control. This is one source where the government has control, and they
need to protect Washington citizens.
 
It’s time now to make a positive change.  Washington can lead the region with stronger
water quality standards without pollution loopholes, that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways for everyone.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Marty Bankhead
17709 Hill Way
Lake Oswego, OR 97035
 
503-804-7849







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Jackson
P.O. Box 33 (775 SE Chadwick)
Roseburg, OR 97470







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Berg
1313 SE Chelsea Ave
Vancouver, WA 98664
 
3606936569







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Madya Panfilio
PO Box 2552
Vancouver, WA 98668
 
3605214382







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cal Mendleoshn
80 Prospect Avenue
Nanuet, NY 10954







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Teresa Schollhorn
Cabildo 2262
2262
Buenos Aires, ot 1428







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
AniMae Chi
405 North Arnaz Street
Ojai, CA 93023







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Vieira
63 Russek Dr.
Staten Island, NY 10312
 
7189846513







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christeen Anderson
4609 Top Flight Dr.
4609 Top F
Crestview, FL 32539
 
8503985929







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Enlow
1460 NW Ashley Dr
Albany, OR 97321
 
5417380782







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
stephen shubert
61 Sutherland Road
Friday Harbor, WA 98250
 
360-378-6622







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tammy Maygra
 
Tammy Maygra
34319 Canaan Rd.
Deer Island, OR 97054
 
5033971967







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Nettleton
4311 SE 37th Ave. #21
Portland, OR 97202
 
9712071142







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darlene Waldron
P.O. Box 475
Dannemora, NY 12929







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Dury
1135 SE 36th Ave
Portland, OR 97214
 
5039543779







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish. I personally for years, have watch the the paper company's along the river
dump untold amounts of material in the river that turn the water a red amber this can not
be good for anyone but the polluters.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sam Valdez
1198 altoona Pillar Rock Rd.
Rosburg, WA 98643
 
360-465-2647







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to continue allowing toxic pollution in our waterways and fish is
unacceptable.  Rather than deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening
public health, Ecology is taking short cuts and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s
proposal increases allowable cancer risk tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does
nothing to increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known cancer-causing
pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tamara Stephas
809 23rd Ave E
Seattle, WA 98112
 
206.726.9845







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
natasha salgado
5 maynard ave
5 maynard ave
toronto, MD 21122







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
JC Bower
1904 Gary St
Sumner, WA 98390
 
2538638911







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Krista Slavin
1764 Cass Lake Road
Keego Harbor, MI 48320







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Gillespie
107 Schafer St Condo 8A
Condo 8A
Wenatchee, WA 98801
 
5096799829







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bartlomiej Tomczak
Targowa 37
Lodz, ot 90451







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Winston Anderson
4207 NE 32nd Ave
Portland, OR 97211







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
fred fall
106 uxbridge
cherry hill, NJ 08034







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael and Deborah Hall
16 Churchill Downs
Lake Oswego, OR 97035
 
9716781671







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Caster
115 Cross Dike Rd
Cathlamet, WA 98612
 
3608494441







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Cyders
33975 SE Seven Oaks Dr
Scappoose, OR 97056
 
503-313-5136







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish. A no-brainer!
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet J. Slobin
2340 Brewer Lane
Portland, OR 97229
 
503-200-2202







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lois Jordan
9161 E. Walnut Tree Dr.
Tucson, AZ 85749







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Mulcare
1110 Benjamin St
Clarkston, WA 99403
 
509-758-3934







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sammy Low
20420 Marine Dr, Apt P2
Stanwood, WA 98292







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Washington Department of Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain
the status quo when it comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.
 
Rather than deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health,
Ecology is taking short cuts and creating loopholes. Just to mention one egregions an
unconsionable  example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk tenfold. This
is not sound ecology; it is supporting policy written by those emitting toxic pollution.
 
In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.
 
Washington State residents deserve standards that protect public health for everyone. I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes for unaccountable violators.
 
If Ecology chooses, whether under pressure from outside interests, or its own failure to
understand the danger of its policies, to avoid following the law and instead fails to protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sigrid Asmus
4009 24 Ave W
Seattle, WA 98199
 
206-283-1382







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
I love it here. I have lived in Washington my entire life and one of the very greatest things
about living here is enjoying the amazing rivers and coasts and the bounty that they
support. It is so important to me that this water remains safe and clean, both for the
humans that enjoy it and the diverse ecologies that depend on it.
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tel Jensen
Post Office Box 436
Woodland, WA 98674
 
425-417-1368







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
P.E. Crawford
234 NE Frank Johns Rd
Stevenson,, WA 98648
 
509.427.7257







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Anne Stansbury
5519 SW Multnomah Blvd.
Portland, OR 97219







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Anne Stansbury
5519 SW Multnomah Blvd.
Portland, OR 97219







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
I am writing to support strong environmental regulations that reduce the level of toxins
allowed to enter our rivers and maintain or increase (not decrease) the allowable cancer
risk.
Doing so is important for human health and environmental quality and sends a message
that it's time to innovate so that our industrial practices deliver triple bottom line
performance.
 
Sincerely,
Janet Hammer
 
Janet Hammer
2502 NE 58th Ave
Portland, OR 97213
 
503-493-1120







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Goodman
51 Broomall Lane
Glen Mills, PA 19342
 
610-455-3896







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ineke Deruyter
9322 N Oswego Ave
Portland, OR 97203
 
503-286-6364







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Keene
7536 Gladstone Ave
White City, OR 97503







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hal Glidden
419 Briar Rd
Bellingham, WA 98225







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Walseth
1919 NE 123rd Ave
Vancouver, WA 98684
 
3609042540







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Thomas
639 15th St
Richmond, CA 94801







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nick Barcott
1318 N. Lake Stickney Dr.
Lynnwood, WA 98087







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Sherwood
1719 SE 35th Ave.
Portland, OR 97214
 
503 232-4266







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack West
3914 SE Licyntra Lane
Milwaukie, OR 97222
 
5036597922







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stuart R. Shaw
2559 Ojai Ct. NW
Salem, OR 97304







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Neste
4437 Garden Club St.
High point, CT 27265







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carson Churchill
1335 Overhulse Rd.
Olympia, WA 98502
 
2536863382







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ana R
Suboticka
Zagreb, ot 10000







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Giana Peranio-Paz
150 Tulip Trail
Hendersonville, NC 28792







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Giana Peranio-Paz
150 Tulip Trail
Hendersonville, NC 28792







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Joos
4259 SW Patrick Pl
Portland, OR 97239
 
503-274-8803







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maya Jarrad
2445 SE 76th Ave
Portland, OR 97206







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darren Woolsey
Kings Drive
Wrose
Bradford, ot BD2 1PX







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Lovejoy
12  S. Lincoln Street
Kennewick, WA 99336







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Chapin
7126 N Interstate Ave
Portland, OR 97217
 
5039526279







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Faye Brehm
PO Box 157
Underwood, WA 98651







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
SHARON LEE
2277 NEBARON CT
BEND, OR 97701







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Mills
126 e 44 th st
vancouver, WA 98663







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Struthers
1965 Westside Hwy #68
Kelso, WA 98626
 
3602005380







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melody Shapiro
PO Box 674
Hood River, OR 97031
 
5413865828







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Paoluzzi
Via Marconi 1
Sacile, ot 33077







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
david walseth
1919 ne 123rd ave
vancouver, WA 98684
 
3604332972







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nick Southall
1026 25th St
Hood River, OR 97031
 
5418064420







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
 I urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Isa Silver
431 Hess Road
White Salmon, WA 98672







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Rader
2803 P Street
Vancouver, WA 98663







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
 Rebecca Hormann
101 Lakeshore Drive
 Stevenson, WA 98648
 
 509 427 7734







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Polychronis
PO box 639
the Dalles, OR 97058
 
5419808242







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Grobelny
2506 E 28th Street
Vancouver, WA 98661
 
(503) 804-6082







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Mark Casebier
1351 Poplar Street
Sweet Home, OR 97386
 
541-367-5583







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
My boyfriend has terminal lung cancer. Many other people in my life are fighting different
kinds of cancer. This is why I have a serious concern about the Department of Ecology’s
proposal to continue to not seriously regulate toxic pollution to our waterways in
Washington State.  Rather than deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening
public health, Ecology is taking short cuts and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s
proposal increases allowable cancer risk tenfold.  In most of these regulation
"adjustments", the Dep't of Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on
potent neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  The people and the aquatic species that many rely on for their
livelihoods in this state and country and world deserve standards that protect public health
for everyone.  I urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to
cleaner, safer waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law
and protect public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on
local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Solamon
741 SE 48th Ave.
Portland, OR 97215
 
360-666-1070







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nell Parker
808 NE Church
Portland, OR 97211







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Bischoff
176 old hickory place
junction city, KS 66441
 
555 555 5555







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randi Fitch
PO Box 455
Trout Lake , WA 98650
 
509-395-9314







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liv Brumfield & Kasandra Griffin
1718 SE 34th Avenue
Portland, OR 97214
 
434-907-1787







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
There should be 0 tolerance for toxic chemical pollution. It is our duty to future generations
to take care of this planet. We are losing species daily due to chemical pollution. Our
generation will be an embarrassment in the future, if we do not stop fouling our nest!
 
Sincerely,
 
jonnel covault
14114 SE Redwood Ave
Portland, OR 97267
 
503 407 2144







From: Lauren Goldberg
To: ECY RE SWQS
Subject: Comments, Water Quality Standards
Date: Monday, March 23, 2015 4:06:47 PM
Attachments: 2015.03.23 Updated ECOLOGY Water Quality Public Comments.pdf

Earlier today I submitted public comments on behalf of Columbia Riverkeeper members.  Since this
morning, additional people submitted comments through Riverkeeper's website. In turn, I am sending an
updated PDF document that compiles approximately 185 comments.

Please confirm receipt of this email and the attached comments. Thank you.

-- 

Lauren Goldberg | Staff Attorney 
Columbia Riverkeeper | 111 Third St. Hood River,
OR 97031 
541.965.0985 | lauren@columbiariverkeeper.org

    www.columbiariverkeeper.org

mailto:lauren@columbiariverkeeper.org
mailto:ECYRESWQS@ECY.WA.GOV
mailto:lauren@columbiariverkeeper.org
http://www.columbiariverkeeper.org/



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Metzger
5105 SW Evelyn St.
Portland, OR 97219
 
5032468505







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Rankin
111 NW 11th
Corvallis, OR 97330







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tara Miller
4620 NE 14th Pl
Portland, OR 97211







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish. Protect us NOW!!
 
Sincerely,
 
Cal Roberts
9305 NE 25th CT
Vancouver, WA 98665
 
1360 892 1985







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Species
1922 9th Ave. # 401
Seattle, WA 98101







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Wood
PO Box 1662
Hood River, OR 97031
 
5413872023







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Hays
18553 S Ferguson Rd
Oregon City, OR 97045
 
(503) 631-4463







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Brinkley
2582 W 28th Ave
Eugene, OR 97405







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Since the Columbia River borders Oregon, and I enjoy the outdoors (and spend money in
the process) in Washington, this issue affects me even though I am not a Washington
resident.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tod E. Fiste
Portland, OR
 
Tod Fiste
2037 N Winchell St
Portland, OR 97217
 
5033511665







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is UNACCEPTABLE!!  Rather than deal
with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short
cuts and CREATING LOOPHOLES!  For example, the state’s proposal INCREASES
allowable CANCER RISK TENFOLD---and in many cases, Ecology’s proposal does
NOTHING to increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known cancer-causing
pollutants!!
 
This is UNACCEPTABLE!  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.
I STRONGLY URGE Ecology to establish STRONGER water quality standards that will
lead to cleaner, safer waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow
the law and protect public health, EPA HAS AN OBLIGATION TO STEP IN and protect
people who rely on local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,  David M. Scheer, DC
 
David Scheer
2715 Cody Circle...#102
Bellingham, WA 98225







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
How many people get sick because of these pollutants?
 
Sincerely,
 
bruce bauer
PO Box 1604
medford, OR 97501







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Engle
5946 NE Hoyt
portland, OR 97213
 
503-896-9967







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Or we could just boycott Washington products.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Albert
285 NW 35th Street, Apt.8
Corvallis, OR 97330
 
5417532910







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish. '
Obviously this is a very complex issue, but I have first hand knowledge of the pollution in
Willapa Bay as a result of the use of pesticides for over 60 years in the case of carbaryl.
The scientific information on glyphosate which has been used indiscriminately all over
Washington state is linking this chemical to various cancers, parkinsons et al, and yet
neither carbaryl or glyphosate are mentioned as chemicals to be reviewed in any clean
water assessment.  Chris Grue a researcher for the University of Washington and the
Pacific Coast Oystergrowers association had an abstract published(2003) that stated that
glyphosate had been found in the gonads of willapa bay oysters.  The study on which that
was based has not been released.  These are only the tip of the iceberg in Washington
State and the DOE's failure to protect the health of our ecosystem and the people who eat
the fish and shellfish et al.  It seems to never be mentioned that the water does not belong
to those who pollute the water, it belongs to the people and the people deserve better from
the agencies who have the responsibility to take of our precious water resources.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fritz Cohen
PO Box 82
Nahcotta, WA 98637
 
3606654543







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Sullivan
7220 99th Ave SW
Lakewood , WA 98498
 
253-278-1026







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jared Howe
4107 Martin Luther King, Jr. Way S
Seattle, WA 98108
 
206-250-2568







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Ballard
18008 176th Ave NE
Woodinville, WA 98072







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
I'm from Oregon now, but toxic pollutants entering Washington waterways draining into the
Columbia River and the Pacific Coast affect me and everyone else in this state, not to
mention the entire food chain throughout the Pacific Northwest.  Please do everything you
can to strengthen standards, NOT weaken them!
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darvel Lloyd
54 S.E. 74th Ave.
Portland, OR 97215
 
503-251-2784







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Morrison
19030 Fremont Avenue North
Shoreline, WA 98133







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Morrison
19030 Fremont Avenue North
Shoreline, WA 98133







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evan Neptune
38th st
vancouver, WA 98683
 
(360) 256-9028







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve grumm
2613 nw 63rd st.
seattle, WA 98107
 
206-922-3361







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Hays
18553 S Ferguson Rd
Oregon City, OR 97045
 
(503) 631-4463







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russell Luke
708 W 38th St
Vancouver, WA 98660
 
3606245927







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Harris
5920 Iowa Dr
Hood River, OR 97031
 
4062705352







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa Allen
6184 North Fork Rd.
Deming, WA 98244







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara King
6647 Montevista Dr SE
Auburn, WA 98092







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fredrick Seil
1 Twain Ave.
Berkeley, CA 94708







Washington Department of Ecology
 
EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to mess with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo concerning
toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with the
serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  The state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk tenfold.  In
many cases, Ecology’s proposal does not increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and
known cancer causing pollutants.
 
We deserve standards that protect public health.  Ecology must establish stronger water
quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer waterways without pollution loopholes.  If
Ecology does not follow the law and protect public health, EPA has an obligation to step in
and protect people who rely on local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Nitz
802 Front
Missoula, MT 59802







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rob Cochran
2019 SE 12th Ave
Portland, OR 97214







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rusty West
1622 NE Perkins Way
Shoreline, WA 98155







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Naomi Berg
1115 SE Rex Street
Portland, OR 97202







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Mullett & Patricia March
723 Lafayette Ave
Columbus, IN 47201
 
8123727245







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Angell
ponderosa rd
rescue, CA 95672







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marguery Lee Zucker
1966 Orchard St.
Eugene, OR 97403







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
 We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone not only corporations and
Ecology is charged with this duty.  I urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality
standards that will lead to cleaner, safer waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology
does not follow the law and protect public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and
protect people who rely on local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Howard Shapiro
7426 SE 21st Ave.
Portland, OR 97202
 
9712795819







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Cole
806 NE Pinebrook Ave
Vancouver, WA 98684
 
3602544676







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
It is time to move beyond maintaining the status quo when it comes to toxic pollution in our
waterways and fish. Rather than cook the numbers and definitions of what is acceptable,
what is needed here is just a small bit of bravery (since this quality is completely absent at
the federal level). As a state governing authority, you are more connected to the
communities which are effected by the health of our water byways.  In many cases,
Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known
cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.
Please establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer waterways
without pollution loopholes. 
 
Sincerely,
 
George Jacobs
 
George Jacobs
3104 SE Morrison St.
Portland, OR 97214
 
5032368083







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Ceravolo
1271 ne 219
Ridgefield, WA 98642







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gretchen Clay
2612 Utter St.
Bellingham, WA 98225
 
360 6500963







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zbigniew Grabowski
89 NE Meikle Pl
Portland, OR 97213
 
8606174106







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely, John Cronk
 
john cronk
910 NW 117th Street
Vancouver, WA 98685
 
3606079648







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mauria McClay
8125 NE Wygant
Portland, OR 97218







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mytzi Rudolph
222 e st1
vancouver, WA 98663
 
360 2566311







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Teach
3708 E Evergreen Blvd
Vancouver, WA 98661
 
3606949753







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Hultengren
1570 Aerial Way S. E.
Salem,, OR 97302







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nona Franklin
PO Box 1296
Fairview, OR 97024
 
5036697159







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty J. Van Wicklen
41 Lake Shore Dr.  #2B
Watervliet, NY 12189
 
999-999-9999







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
sylvie C
le bourg
cubjac, ot 24640







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brent Rocks
1518 SW Upper Hall st
Portland, OR 97201







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maxine Schwartz
8325 SE 11th Ave
Portland, OR 97202







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,BJ Cornett
 
Ursula Petralia
1604 w state route 4
skamokawa, WV 98647
 
(360) 795-3025







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virgene Link
P.O.Box 543
Anacortes, WA 98221







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Hague
1 3rd Street Unit #201
Astoria, OR 97103







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie and Doug  Rohrer
4416 Landmark Dr
Mount Vernon, WA 98274
 
360-428-0351







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne Oulman
816 14th St Bellingham, WA 98225-6304
Bellingham, WA 98225
 
360-961-5447







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
I can't believe we actually have to ASK you to stop the poisoning of our food supply. DO
THE RIGHT THING!
 
Sincerely,
 
David & Judith Laws
1718 Valencia Street
Bellingham, WA 98229
 
360 650-1015







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but mainly to maintain the lax status quo when
it comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is not acceptable. 
 
Ecology is taking short cuts and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal
increases allowable cancer risk tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does
absolutely nothing to increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known cancer-
causing pollutants. This is not acceptable. 
 
We deserve standards that genuinely protect public health for everyone.  I urge Ecology to
establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer waterways without
pollution loopholes.  If Ecology will not follow the law and protect public health, EPA has a
duty to step in and protect people who rely on local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ramona Crocker
9720 SW Robbins Dr.
Beaverton, OR 97008
 
503-524-7547







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hal Anthony
3995 Russell Road
Grants Pass, OR 97526







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adina Parsley
20420 Marine Dr, Apt P2
Stanwood, WA 98292







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Goldrich
2262 Birch Ln.
Eugene, OR 97403







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda  MacKay
504 W 24th
Vancouver, WA 98660
 
360-906-8106







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda  MacKay
504 W 24th
Vancouver, WA 98660
 
360-906-8106







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Why is it that we won't stop killing the waters, chopping the trees, hunting the animals just
because we have blood in our eye.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linore Blackstone
1745 NE 29th Ave
Portland, OR 97213







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
More than unacceptable, unethical, cruel, immoral. Amazing what monsters we humans
have become. Are we blind to what we are doing, all that we are destroying?
 
Sincerely,
 
Linore Blackstone
1745 NE 29th Ave
Portland, OR 97213







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colette Heath
20 Halsey Rd Apt 2
Astoria, OR 97103
 
5038916821







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Aszman
2277 Glenwood Hwy.
Goldendale, WA 98620
 
5097737794







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gordon and Talula Wilson
1315 SE 35th
Portland, OR 97214
 
503-956-6634







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
It's absolutely astounding that WA state has some of the nation's least protective toxic
pollution standards. And your current proposal does nothing to keep the toxins out of our
waterways. For being such a progressive state, it's really frustrating that the polluters
clearly are running the show when it comes to stopping them from continuing to poison our
waterways. Enough is enough. Please go back to the drawing board and come up with a
proposal without loopholes that will protect our precious waters from this onslaught of
toxins.
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gayle Janzen
11232 Dayton Ave N
Seattle, WA 98133
 
(206) 362-9278







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Nagy
1715 SE Reedway St.
Portland, OR 97202
 
503-232-7597







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Gannon
162 W. Grand Avenue
Astoria, OR 97103
 
503-325-3454







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Kaminker
10638 SW Capitol Hwy
Portland, OR 97219







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim McDonald
4723 126th St NE
Marysville, WA 98271







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Tyree II
9005 SW Caroline Dr
Portland, OR 97225
 
5038905615







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Rothenberger
9 Merlin Avenue
New Fairfield, CT 06812
 
9144838642







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Caspers-Curl
P.O. Box 1
Naselle, WA 98638
 
360-484-7783







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janna Rolland
6227 34th Avenue NE
Seattle, WA 98115







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paris Hunt
4045 N Colonial Ave.
Portland, OR 97227
 
7757629893







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
Judith Landy
 
Judith                           Landy
North 30th St.
Mount Vernon, WA 98273







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
In a state known for its pristine beauty, gorgeous waterways, towering mountains, and
beautiful forests it seems preposterous that Washington does not have the protections in
place to protect its water quality. It is time that changes!
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Couche
4718 SE 31st Ave.
Portland, OR 97202
 
5039980185







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elyette Weinstein
5000 Orvas Court SE
Olympia, WA 98501







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Langley
1 Third St #201
Astoria, OR 97103
 
5034682080







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet M. Anderson
570 Canyon Vista Drive
Paso Robles, CA 93446







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russ Berger
5639 E. Gateway Dr.
Boise, ID 83716
 
2083830075







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Baus
1419 NE 103rd Ct
Vancouver, WA 98664
 
(360) 253-3141







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Monahan
2425 Glen Haven Road
Lake Oswego, OR 97034







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Verbeck
200 W 28th S
Vancouver, WA 98660







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Tinker
5558 SE Oak
Portland, OR 97215







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Brown
800 Highway 238
Jacksonville, OR 97530







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Smith
3733 e smith rd
Bellingham, WA 98226







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and WA Dept. of Ecology,
 
WA Dept. of Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo
when it comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than
deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking
short cuts and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable
cancer risk tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase
restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is reprehensible!  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janna Auslam
1718 SE 42nd Ave.
Portland, OR 97215







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Neil Shargel
3940 NE 20th Ave
Portland, OR 97212
 
5032881852







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Badger-Cain
3118 SE Schiller St.
Portland, OR 97202
 
503-249-2853







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Basey Klopp
1808 NW Vicksburg Avenue
Bend, OR 97701







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Please be sure to do the right thing. Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely
maintain the status quo when it comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is
unacceptable.  Rather than deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening
public health, Ecology is taking short cuts and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s
proposal increases allowable cancer risk tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does
nothing to increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known cancer-causing
pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable to me.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.
 I Laura Patterson, urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead
to cleaner, safer waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law
and protect public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on
local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Patterson
5416 N. McKinzie Rd
Otis Orchards, WA 99027
 
5094758979







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Zuniga
301 NE 65th Ave
Portland, OR 97213
 
5032610916







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology’s proposal:
 
 takes short cuts and creates loopholes 
increases allowable cancer risk tenfold. 
does nothing to increase restrictions on known cancer-causing pollutants & neurotoxins
and ignores current increased fish consumption rates
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.
 
If Ecology does not follow the law and protect public health, EPA has an obligation to step
in and protect people. We are all exposed to toxins every day from a variety of sources,
some outside our control. This is one source where the government has control, and they
need to protect Washington citizens.
 
It’s time now to make a positive change.  Washington can lead the region with stronger
water quality standards without pollution loopholes, that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways for everyone.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Marty Bankhead
17709 Hill Way
Lake Oswego, OR 97035
 
503-804-7849







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Jackson
P.O. Box 33 (775 SE Chadwick)
Roseburg, OR 97470







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Berg
1313 SE Chelsea Ave
Vancouver, WA 98664
 
3606936569







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Madya Panfilio
PO Box 2552
Vancouver, WA 98668
 
3605214382







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cal Mendleoshn
80 Prospect Avenue
Nanuet, NY 10954







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Teresa Schollhorn
Cabildo 2262
2262
Buenos Aires, ot 1428







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
AniMae Chi
405 North Arnaz Street
Ojai, CA 93023







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Vieira
63 Russek Dr.
Staten Island, NY 10312
 
7189846513







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christeen Anderson
4609 Top Flight Dr.
4609 Top F
Crestview, FL 32539
 
8503985929







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Enlow
1460 NW Ashley Dr
Albany, OR 97321
 
5417380782







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
stephen shubert
61 Sutherland Road
Friday Harbor, WA 98250
 
360-378-6622







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tammy Maygra
 
Tammy Maygra
34319 Canaan Rd.
Deer Island, OR 97054
 
5033971967







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Nettleton
4311 SE 37th Ave. #21
Portland, OR 97202
 
9712071142







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darlene Waldron
P.O. Box 475
Dannemora, NY 12929







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Dury
1135 SE 36th Ave
Portland, OR 97214
 
5039543779







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish. I personally for years, have watch the the paper company's along the river
dump untold amounts of material in the river that turn the water a red amber this can not
be good for anyone but the polluters.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sam Valdez
1198 altoona Pillar Rock Rd.
Rosburg, WA 98643
 
360-465-2647







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to continue allowing toxic pollution in our waterways and fish is
unacceptable.  Rather than deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening
public health, Ecology is taking short cuts and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s
proposal increases allowable cancer risk tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does
nothing to increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known cancer-causing
pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tamara Stephas
809 23rd Ave E
Seattle, WA 98112
 
206.726.9845







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
natasha salgado
5 maynard ave
5 maynard ave
toronto, MD 21122







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
JC Bower
1904 Gary St
Sumner, WA 98390
 
2538638911







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Krista Slavin
1764 Cass Lake Road
Keego Harbor, MI 48320







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Gillespie
107 Schafer St Condo 8A
Condo 8A
Wenatchee, WA 98801
 
5096799829







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bartlomiej Tomczak
Targowa 37
Lodz, ot 90451







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Winston Anderson
4207 NE 32nd Ave
Portland, OR 97211







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
fred fall
106 uxbridge
cherry hill, NJ 08034







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael and Deborah Hall
16 Churchill Downs
Lake Oswego, OR 97035
 
9716781671







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Caster
115 Cross Dike Rd
Cathlamet, WA 98612
 
3608494441







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Cyders
33975 SE Seven Oaks Dr
Scappoose, OR 97056
 
503-313-5136







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish. A no-brainer!
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet J. Slobin
2340 Brewer Lane
Portland, OR 97229
 
503-200-2202







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lois Jordan
9161 E. Walnut Tree Dr.
Tucson, AZ 85749







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Mulcare
1110 Benjamin St
Clarkston, WA 99403
 
509-758-3934







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sammy Low
20420 Marine Dr, Apt P2
Stanwood, WA 98292







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Washington Department of Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain
the status quo when it comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.
 
Rather than deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health,
Ecology is taking short cuts and creating loopholes. Just to mention one egregions an
unconsionable  example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk tenfold. This
is not sound ecology; it is supporting policy written by those emitting toxic pollution.
 
In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.
 
Washington State residents deserve standards that protect public health for everyone. I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes for unaccountable violators.
 
If Ecology chooses, whether under pressure from outside interests, or its own failure to
understand the danger of its policies, to avoid following the law and instead fails to protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sigrid Asmus
4009 24 Ave W
Seattle, WA 98199
 
206-283-1382







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
I love it here. I have lived in Washington my entire life and one of the very greatest things
about living here is enjoying the amazing rivers and coasts and the bounty that they
support. It is so important to me that this water remains safe and clean, both for the
humans that enjoy it and the diverse ecologies that depend on it.
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tel Jensen
Post Office Box 436
Woodland, WA 98674
 
425-417-1368







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
P.E. Crawford
234 NE Frank Johns Rd
Stevenson,, WA 98648
 
509.427.7257







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Anne Stansbury
5519 SW Multnomah Blvd.
Portland, OR 97219







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Anne Stansbury
5519 SW Multnomah Blvd.
Portland, OR 97219







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
I am writing to support strong environmental regulations that reduce the level of toxins
allowed to enter our rivers and maintain or increase (not decrease) the allowable cancer
risk.
Doing so is important for human health and environmental quality and sends a message
that it's time to innovate so that our industrial practices deliver triple bottom line
performance.
 
Sincerely,
Janet Hammer
 
Janet Hammer
2502 NE 58th Ave
Portland, OR 97213
 
503-493-1120







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Goodman
51 Broomall Lane
Glen Mills, PA 19342
 
610-455-3896







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ineke Deruyter
9322 N Oswego Ave
Portland, OR 97203
 
503-286-6364







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Keene
7536 Gladstone Ave
White City, OR 97503







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hal Glidden
419 Briar Rd
Bellingham, WA 98225







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Walseth
1919 NE 123rd Ave
Vancouver, WA 98684
 
3609042540







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Thomas
639 15th St
Richmond, CA 94801







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nick Barcott
1318 N. Lake Stickney Dr.
Lynnwood, WA 98087







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Sherwood
1719 SE 35th Ave.
Portland, OR 97214
 
503 232-4266







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack West
3914 SE Licyntra Lane
Milwaukie, OR 97222
 
5036597922







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stuart R. Shaw
2559 Ojai Ct. NW
Salem, OR 97304







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Neste
4437 Garden Club St.
High point, CT 27265







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carson Churchill
1335 Overhulse Rd.
Olympia, WA 98502
 
2536863382







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ana R
Suboticka
Zagreb, ot 10000







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Giana Peranio-Paz
150 Tulip Trail
Hendersonville, NC 28792







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Giana Peranio-Paz
150 Tulip Trail
Hendersonville, NC 28792







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Joos
4259 SW Patrick Pl
Portland, OR 97239
 
503-274-8803







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maya Jarrad
2445 SE 76th Ave
Portland, OR 97206







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darren Woolsey
Kings Drive
Wrose
Bradford, ot BD2 1PX







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Lovejoy
12  S. Lincoln Street
Kennewick, WA 99336







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Chapin
7126 N Interstate Ave
Portland, OR 97217
 
5039526279







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Faye Brehm
PO Box 157
Underwood, WA 98651







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
SHARON LEE
2277 NEBARON CT
BEND, OR 97701







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Mills
126 e 44 th st
vancouver, WA 98663







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Struthers
1965 Westside Hwy #68
Kelso, WA 98626
 
3602005380







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melody Shapiro
PO Box 674
Hood River, OR 97031
 
5413865828







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Paoluzzi
Via Marconi 1
Sacile, ot 33077







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
david walseth
1919 ne 123rd ave
vancouver, WA 98684
 
3604332972







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nick Southall
1026 25th St
Hood River, OR 97031
 
5418064420







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
 I urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Isa Silver
431 Hess Road
White Salmon, WA 98672







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Rader
2803 P Street
Vancouver, WA 98663







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
 Rebecca Hormann
101 Lakeshore Drive
 Stevenson, WA 98648
 
 509 427 7734







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Polychronis
PO box 639
the Dalles, OR 97058
 
5419808242







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Grobelny
2506 E 28th Street
Vancouver, WA 98661
 
(503) 804-6082







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Mark Casebier
1351 Poplar Street
Sweet Home, OR 97386
 
541-367-5583







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
My boyfriend has terminal lung cancer. Many other people in my life are fighting different
kinds of cancer. This is why I have a serious concern about the Department of Ecology’s
proposal to continue to not seriously regulate toxic pollution to our waterways in
Washington State.  Rather than deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening
public health, Ecology is taking short cuts and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s
proposal increases allowable cancer risk tenfold.  In most of these regulation
"adjustments", the Dep't of Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on
potent neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  The people and the aquatic species that many rely on for their
livelihoods in this state and country and world deserve standards that protect public health
for everyone.  I urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to
cleaner, safer waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law
and protect public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on
local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Solamon
741 SE 48th Ave.
Portland, OR 97215
 
360-666-1070







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nell Parker
808 NE Church
Portland, OR 97211







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Bischoff
176 old hickory place
junction city, KS 66441
 
555 555 5555







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randi Fitch
PO Box 455
Trout Lake , WA 98650
 
509-395-9314







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liv Brumfield
1718 SE 34th Avenue
Portland, OR 97214
 
434-907-1787







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
There should be 0 tolerance for toxic chemical pollution. It is our duty to future generations
to take care of this planet. We are losing species daily due to chemical pollution. Our
generation will be an embarrassment in the future, if we do not stop fouling our nest!
 
Sincerely,
 
jonnel covault
14114 SE Redwood Ave
Portland, OR 97267
 
503 407 2144







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
tammi trail
220 s. nelson
spokane, WA 99202
 
5092948495







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Kershner
327 NE Roth St
portland, OR 97211







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Coscione
8538 N. Syracuse St.
Portland, OR 97203







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dina Roberts
W 30th St
Vancouver, WA 98660







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherry Perkins
12034 78th Ave S
Seattle, WA 98178







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherry Perkins
12034 78th Ave S
Seattle, WA 98178







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeff kipilman
3315 ne 41st ave
portland, OR 97212
 
503 752-2744







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne St john
1126  Ave. F
Seaside, OR 97138
 
5034400384







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
I am a systems ecologist, teacher and I vote.
 
I live in Oregon. Many of WA's watersheds drain to the Columbia. I live on the Columbia.
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
andrew stone
2229 se orange ave
portland, OR 97214
 
5032395524







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Washingtonians love their coastlines, rivers and lakes. In fact, many of us live here
because of them. I want Ecology to do more to protect our waterways from pollution.
 
Ecology’s proposal amounts to largely maintaining the status quo when it comes to toxic
pollution in our waterways and fish. But worse, the state’s proposal increases allowable
cancer risk tenfold! Please deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening
public health in a serious way. Please place strict and aggressive restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
I urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Crissy Trask
PO Box 475
White Salmon, WA 98672







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
 Rebecca Hormann
101 Lakeshore Drive
 Stevenson, WA 98648
 
 509 427 7734







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Moore
328 SE Wyers St
475
White Salmon, WA 98672-475







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abigail Cermak
3837 Fairhaven Drive
West Linn, OR 97068
 
503-810-1835







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Metzger
5105 SW Evelyn St.
Portland, OR 97219
 
5032468505



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Rankin
111 NW 11th
Corvallis, OR 97330



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tara Miller
4620 NE 14th Pl
Portland, OR 97211



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish. Protect us NOW!!
 
Sincerely,
 
Cal Roberts
9305 NE 25th CT
Vancouver, WA 98665
 
1360 892 1985



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Species
1922 9th Ave. # 401
Seattle, WA 98101



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Wood
PO Box 1662
Hood River, OR 97031
 
5413872023



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Hays
18553 S Ferguson Rd
Oregon City, OR 97045
 
(503) 631-4463



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Brinkley
2582 W 28th Ave
Eugene, OR 97405



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Since the Columbia River borders Oregon, and I enjoy the outdoors (and spend money in
the process) in Washington, this issue affects me even though I am not a Washington
resident.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tod E. Fiste
Portland, OR
 
Tod Fiste
2037 N Winchell St
Portland, OR 97217
 
5033511665



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is UNACCEPTABLE!!  Rather than deal
with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short
cuts and CREATING LOOPHOLES!  For example, the state’s proposal INCREASES
allowable CANCER RISK TENFOLD---and in many cases, Ecology’s proposal does
NOTHING to increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known cancer-causing
pollutants!!
 
This is UNACCEPTABLE!  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.
I STRONGLY URGE Ecology to establish STRONGER water quality standards that will
lead to cleaner, safer waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow
the law and protect public health, EPA HAS AN OBLIGATION TO STEP IN and protect
people who rely on local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,  David M. Scheer, DC
 
David Scheer
2715 Cody Circle...#102
Bellingham, WA 98225



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
How many people get sick because of these pollutants?
 
Sincerely,
 
bruce bauer
PO Box 1604
medford, OR 97501



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Engle
5946 NE Hoyt
portland, OR 97213
 
503-896-9967



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Or we could just boycott Washington products.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Albert
285 NW 35th Street, Apt.8
Corvallis, OR 97330
 
5417532910



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish. '
Obviously this is a very complex issue, but I have first hand knowledge of the pollution in
Willapa Bay as a result of the use of pesticides for over 60 years in the case of carbaryl.
The scientific information on glyphosate which has been used indiscriminately all over
Washington state is linking this chemical to various cancers, parkinsons et al, and yet
neither carbaryl or glyphosate are mentioned as chemicals to be reviewed in any clean
water assessment.  Chris Grue a researcher for the University of Washington and the
Pacific Coast Oystergrowers association had an abstract published(2003) that stated that
glyphosate had been found in the gonads of willapa bay oysters.  The study on which that
was based has not been released.  These are only the tip of the iceberg in Washington
State and the DOE's failure to protect the health of our ecosystem and the people who eat
the fish and shellfish et al.  It seems to never be mentioned that the water does not belong
to those who pollute the water, it belongs to the people and the people deserve better from
the agencies who have the responsibility to take of our precious water resources.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fritz Cohen
PO Box 82
Nahcotta, WA 98637
 
3606654543



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Sullivan
7220 99th Ave SW
Lakewood , WA 98498
 
253-278-1026



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jared Howe
4107 Martin Luther King, Jr. Way S
Seattle, WA 98108
 
206-250-2568



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Ballard
18008 176th Ave NE
Woodinville, WA 98072



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
I'm from Oregon now, but toxic pollutants entering Washington waterways draining into the
Columbia River and the Pacific Coast affect me and everyone else in this state, not to
mention the entire food chain throughout the Pacific Northwest.  Please do everything you
can to strengthen standards, NOT weaken them!
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darvel Lloyd
54 S.E. 74th Ave.
Portland, OR 97215
 
503-251-2784



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Morrison
19030 Fremont Avenue North
Shoreline, WA 98133



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Morrison
19030 Fremont Avenue North
Shoreline, WA 98133



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evan Neptune
38th st
vancouver, WA 98683
 
(360) 256-9028



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve grumm
2613 nw 63rd st.
seattle, WA 98107
 
206-922-3361



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Hays
18553 S Ferguson Rd
Oregon City, OR 97045
 
(503) 631-4463



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russell Luke
708 W 38th St
Vancouver, WA 98660
 
3606245927



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Harris
5920 Iowa Dr
Hood River, OR 97031
 
4062705352



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa Allen
6184 North Fork Rd.
Deming, WA 98244



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara King
6647 Montevista Dr SE
Auburn, WA 98092



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fredrick Seil
1 Twain Ave.
Berkeley, CA 94708



Washington Department of Ecology
 
EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to mess with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo concerning
toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with the
serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  The state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk tenfold.  In
many cases, Ecology’s proposal does not increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and
known cancer causing pollutants.
 
We deserve standards that protect public health.  Ecology must establish stronger water
quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer waterways without pollution loopholes.  If
Ecology does not follow the law and protect public health, EPA has an obligation to step in
and protect people who rely on local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Nitz
802 Front
Missoula, MT 59802



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rob Cochran
2019 SE 12th Ave
Portland, OR 97214



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rusty West
1622 NE Perkins Way
Shoreline, WA 98155



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Naomi Berg
1115 SE Rex Street
Portland, OR 97202



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Mullett & Patricia March
723 Lafayette Ave
Columbus, IN 47201
 
8123727245



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Angell
ponderosa rd
rescue, CA 95672



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marguery Lee Zucker
1966 Orchard St.
Eugene, OR 97403



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
 We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone not only corporations and
Ecology is charged with this duty.  I urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality
standards that will lead to cleaner, safer waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology
does not follow the law and protect public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and
protect people who rely on local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Howard Shapiro
7426 SE 21st Ave.
Portland, OR 97202
 
9712795819



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Cole
806 NE Pinebrook Ave
Vancouver, WA 98684
 
3602544676



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
It is time to move beyond maintaining the status quo when it comes to toxic pollution in our
waterways and fish. Rather than cook the numbers and definitions of what is acceptable,
what is needed here is just a small bit of bravery (since this quality is completely absent at
the federal level). As a state governing authority, you are more connected to the
communities which are effected by the health of our water byways.  In many cases,
Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known
cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.
Please establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer waterways
without pollution loopholes. 
 
Sincerely,
 
George Jacobs
 
George Jacobs
3104 SE Morrison St.
Portland, OR 97214
 
5032368083



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Ceravolo
1271 ne 219
Ridgefield, WA 98642



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gretchen Clay
2612 Utter St.
Bellingham, WA 98225
 
360 6500963



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zbigniew Grabowski
89 NE Meikle Pl
Portland, OR 97213
 
8606174106



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely, John Cronk
 
john cronk
910 NW 117th Street
Vancouver, WA 98685
 
3606079648



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mauria McClay
8125 NE Wygant
Portland, OR 97218



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mytzi Rudolph
222 e st1
vancouver, WA 98663
 
360 2566311



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Teach
3708 E Evergreen Blvd
Vancouver, WA 98661
 
3606949753



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Hultengren
1570 Aerial Way S. E.
Salem,, OR 97302



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nona Franklin
PO Box 1296
Fairview, OR 97024
 
5036697159



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty J. Van Wicklen
41 Lake Shore Dr.  #2B
Watervliet, NY 12189
 
999-999-9999



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
sylvie C
le bourg
cubjac, ot 24640



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brent Rocks
1518 SW Upper Hall st
Portland, OR 97201



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maxine Schwartz
8325 SE 11th Ave
Portland, OR 97202



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,BJ Cornett
 
Ursula Petralia
1604 w state route 4
skamokawa, WV 98647
 
(360) 795-3025



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virgene Link
P.O.Box 543
Anacortes, WA 98221



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Hague
1 3rd Street Unit #201
Astoria, OR 97103



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie and Doug  Rohrer
4416 Landmark Dr
Mount Vernon, WA 98274
 
360-428-0351



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne Oulman
816 14th St Bellingham, WA 98225-6304
Bellingham, WA 98225
 
360-961-5447



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
I can't believe we actually have to ASK you to stop the poisoning of our food supply. DO
THE RIGHT THING!
 
Sincerely,
 
David & Judith Laws
1718 Valencia Street
Bellingham, WA 98229
 
360 650-1015



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but mainly to maintain the lax status quo when
it comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is not acceptable. 
 
Ecology is taking short cuts and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal
increases allowable cancer risk tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does
absolutely nothing to increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known cancer-
causing pollutants. This is not acceptable. 
 
We deserve standards that genuinely protect public health for everyone.  I urge Ecology to
establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer waterways without
pollution loopholes.  If Ecology will not follow the law and protect public health, EPA has a
duty to step in and protect people who rely on local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ramona Crocker
9720 SW Robbins Dr.
Beaverton, OR 97008
 
503-524-7547



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hal Anthony
3995 Russell Road
Grants Pass, OR 97526



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adina Parsley
20420 Marine Dr, Apt P2
Stanwood, WA 98292



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Goldrich
2262 Birch Ln.
Eugene, OR 97403



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda  MacKay
504 W 24th
Vancouver, WA 98660
 
360-906-8106



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda  MacKay
504 W 24th
Vancouver, WA 98660
 
360-906-8106



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Why is it that we won't stop killing the waters, chopping the trees, hunting the animals just
because we have blood in our eye.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linore Blackstone
1745 NE 29th Ave
Portland, OR 97213



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
More than unacceptable, unethical, cruel, immoral. Amazing what monsters we humans
have become. Are we blind to what we are doing, all that we are destroying?
 
Sincerely,
 
Linore Blackstone
1745 NE 29th Ave
Portland, OR 97213



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colette Heath
20 Halsey Rd Apt 2
Astoria, OR 97103
 
5038916821



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Aszman
2277 Glenwood Hwy.
Goldendale, WA 98620
 
5097737794



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gordon and Talula Wilson
1315 SE 35th
Portland, OR 97214
 
503-956-6634



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
It's absolutely astounding that WA state has some of the nation's least protective toxic
pollution standards. And your current proposal does nothing to keep the toxins out of our
waterways. For being such a progressive state, it's really frustrating that the polluters
clearly are running the show when it comes to stopping them from continuing to poison our
waterways. Enough is enough. Please go back to the drawing board and come up with a
proposal without loopholes that will protect our precious waters from this onslaught of
toxins.
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gayle Janzen
11232 Dayton Ave N
Seattle, WA 98133
 
(206) 362-9278



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Nagy
1715 SE Reedway St.
Portland, OR 97202
 
503-232-7597



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Gannon
162 W. Grand Avenue
Astoria, OR 97103
 
503-325-3454



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Kaminker
10638 SW Capitol Hwy
Portland, OR 97219



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim McDonald
4723 126th St NE
Marysville, WA 98271



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Tyree II
9005 SW Caroline Dr
Portland, OR 97225
 
5038905615



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Rothenberger
9 Merlin Avenue
New Fairfield, CT 06812
 
9144838642



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Caspers-Curl
P.O. Box 1
Naselle, WA 98638
 
360-484-7783



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janna Rolland
6227 34th Avenue NE
Seattle, WA 98115



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paris Hunt
4045 N Colonial Ave.
Portland, OR 97227
 
7757629893



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
Judith Landy
 
Judith                           Landy
North 30th St.
Mount Vernon, WA 98273



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
In a state known for its pristine beauty, gorgeous waterways, towering mountains, and
beautiful forests it seems preposterous that Washington does not have the protections in
place to protect its water quality. It is time that changes!
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Couche
4718 SE 31st Ave.
Portland, OR 97202
 
5039980185



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elyette Weinstein
5000 Orvas Court SE
Olympia, WA 98501



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Langley
1 Third St #201
Astoria, OR 97103
 
5034682080



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet M. Anderson
570 Canyon Vista Drive
Paso Robles, CA 93446



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russ Berger
5639 E. Gateway Dr.
Boise, ID 83716
 
2083830075



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Baus
1419 NE 103rd Ct
Vancouver, WA 98664
 
(360) 253-3141



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Monahan
2425 Glen Haven Road
Lake Oswego, OR 97034



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Verbeck
200 W 28th S
Vancouver, WA 98660



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Tinker
5558 SE Oak
Portland, OR 97215



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Brown
800 Highway 238
Jacksonville, OR 97530



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Smith
3733 e smith rd
Bellingham, WA 98226



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and WA Dept. of Ecology,
 
WA Dept. of Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo
when it comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than
deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking
short cuts and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable
cancer risk tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase
restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is reprehensible!  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janna Auslam
1718 SE 42nd Ave.
Portland, OR 97215



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Neil Shargel
3940 NE 20th Ave
Portland, OR 97212
 
5032881852



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Badger-Cain
3118 SE Schiller St.
Portland, OR 97202
 
503-249-2853



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Basey Klopp
1808 NW Vicksburg Avenue
Bend, OR 97701



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Please be sure to do the right thing. Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely
maintain the status quo when it comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is
unacceptable.  Rather than deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening
public health, Ecology is taking short cuts and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s
proposal increases allowable cancer risk tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does
nothing to increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known cancer-causing
pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable to me.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.
 I Laura Patterson, urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead
to cleaner, safer waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law
and protect public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on
local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Patterson
5416 N. McKinzie Rd
Otis Orchards, WA 99027
 
5094758979



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Zuniga
301 NE 65th Ave
Portland, OR 97213
 
5032610916



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology’s proposal:
 
 takes short cuts and creates loopholes 
increases allowable cancer risk tenfold. 
does nothing to increase restrictions on known cancer-causing pollutants & neurotoxins
and ignores current increased fish consumption rates
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.
 
If Ecology does not follow the law and protect public health, EPA has an obligation to step
in and protect people. We are all exposed to toxins every day from a variety of sources,
some outside our control. This is one source where the government has control, and they
need to protect Washington citizens.
 
It’s time now to make a positive change.  Washington can lead the region with stronger
water quality standards without pollution loopholes, that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways for everyone.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Marty Bankhead
17709 Hill Way
Lake Oswego, OR 97035
 
503-804-7849



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Jackson
P.O. Box 33 (775 SE Chadwick)
Roseburg, OR 97470



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Berg
1313 SE Chelsea Ave
Vancouver, WA 98664
 
3606936569



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Madya Panfilio
PO Box 2552
Vancouver, WA 98668
 
3605214382



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cal Mendleoshn
80 Prospect Avenue
Nanuet, NY 10954



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Teresa Schollhorn
Cabildo 2262
2262
Buenos Aires, ot 1428



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
AniMae Chi
405 North Arnaz Street
Ojai, CA 93023



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Vieira
63 Russek Dr.
Staten Island, NY 10312
 
7189846513



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christeen Anderson
4609 Top Flight Dr.
4609 Top F
Crestview, FL 32539
 
8503985929



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Enlow
1460 NW Ashley Dr
Albany, OR 97321
 
5417380782



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
stephen shubert
61 Sutherland Road
Friday Harbor, WA 98250
 
360-378-6622



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tammy Maygra
 
Tammy Maygra
34319 Canaan Rd.
Deer Island, OR 97054
 
5033971967



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Nettleton
4311 SE 37th Ave. #21
Portland, OR 97202
 
9712071142



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darlene Waldron
P.O. Box 475
Dannemora, NY 12929



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Dury
1135 SE 36th Ave
Portland, OR 97214
 
5039543779



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish. I personally for years, have watch the the paper company's along the river
dump untold amounts of material in the river that turn the water a red amber this can not
be good for anyone but the polluters.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sam Valdez
1198 altoona Pillar Rock Rd.
Rosburg, WA 98643
 
360-465-2647



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to continue allowing toxic pollution in our waterways and fish is
unacceptable.  Rather than deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening
public health, Ecology is taking short cuts and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s
proposal increases allowable cancer risk tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does
nothing to increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known cancer-causing
pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tamara Stephas
809 23rd Ave E
Seattle, WA 98112
 
206.726.9845



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
natasha salgado
5 maynard ave
5 maynard ave
toronto, MD 21122



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
JC Bower
1904 Gary St
Sumner, WA 98390
 
2538638911



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Krista Slavin
1764 Cass Lake Road
Keego Harbor, MI 48320



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Gillespie
107 Schafer St Condo 8A
Condo 8A
Wenatchee, WA 98801
 
5096799829



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bartlomiej Tomczak
Targowa 37
Lodz, ot 90451



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Winston Anderson
4207 NE 32nd Ave
Portland, OR 97211



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
fred fall
106 uxbridge
cherry hill, NJ 08034



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael and Deborah Hall
16 Churchill Downs
Lake Oswego, OR 97035
 
9716781671



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Caster
115 Cross Dike Rd
Cathlamet, WA 98612
 
3608494441



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Cyders
33975 SE Seven Oaks Dr
Scappoose, OR 97056
 
503-313-5136



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish. A no-brainer!
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet J. Slobin
2340 Brewer Lane
Portland, OR 97229
 
503-200-2202



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lois Jordan
9161 E. Walnut Tree Dr.
Tucson, AZ 85749



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Mulcare
1110 Benjamin St
Clarkston, WA 99403
 
509-758-3934



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sammy Low
20420 Marine Dr, Apt P2
Stanwood, WA 98292



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Washington Department of Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain
the status quo when it comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.
 
Rather than deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health,
Ecology is taking short cuts and creating loopholes. Just to mention one egregions an
unconsionable  example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk tenfold. This
is not sound ecology; it is supporting policy written by those emitting toxic pollution.
 
In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.
 
Washington State residents deserve standards that protect public health for everyone. I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes for unaccountable violators.
 
If Ecology chooses, whether under pressure from outside interests, or its own failure to
understand the danger of its policies, to avoid following the law and instead fails to protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sigrid Asmus
4009 24 Ave W
Seattle, WA 98199
 
206-283-1382



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
I love it here. I have lived in Washington my entire life and one of the very greatest things
about living here is enjoying the amazing rivers and coasts and the bounty that they
support. It is so important to me that this water remains safe and clean, both for the
humans that enjoy it and the diverse ecologies that depend on it.
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tel Jensen
Post Office Box 436
Woodland, WA 98674
 
425-417-1368



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
P.E. Crawford
234 NE Frank Johns Rd
Stevenson,, WA 98648
 
509.427.7257



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Anne Stansbury
5519 SW Multnomah Blvd.
Portland, OR 97219



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Anne Stansbury
5519 SW Multnomah Blvd.
Portland, OR 97219



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
I am writing to support strong environmental regulations that reduce the level of toxins
allowed to enter our rivers and maintain or increase (not decrease) the allowable cancer
risk.
Doing so is important for human health and environmental quality and sends a message
that it's time to innovate so that our industrial practices deliver triple bottom line
performance.
 
Sincerely,
Janet Hammer
 
Janet Hammer
2502 NE 58th Ave
Portland, OR 97213
 
503-493-1120



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Goodman
51 Broomall Lane
Glen Mills, PA 19342
 
610-455-3896



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ineke Deruyter
9322 N Oswego Ave
Portland, OR 97203
 
503-286-6364



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Keene
7536 Gladstone Ave
White City, OR 97503



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hal Glidden
419 Briar Rd
Bellingham, WA 98225



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Walseth
1919 NE 123rd Ave
Vancouver, WA 98684
 
3609042540



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Thomas
639 15th St
Richmond, CA 94801



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nick Barcott
1318 N. Lake Stickney Dr.
Lynnwood, WA 98087



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Sherwood
1719 SE 35th Ave.
Portland, OR 97214
 
503 232-4266



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack West
3914 SE Licyntra Lane
Milwaukie, OR 97222
 
5036597922



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stuart R. Shaw
2559 Ojai Ct. NW
Salem, OR 97304



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Neste
4437 Garden Club St.
High point, CT 27265



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carson Churchill
1335 Overhulse Rd.
Olympia, WA 98502
 
2536863382



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ana R
Suboticka
Zagreb, ot 10000



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Giana Peranio-Paz
150 Tulip Trail
Hendersonville, NC 28792



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Giana Peranio-Paz
150 Tulip Trail
Hendersonville, NC 28792



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Joos
4259 SW Patrick Pl
Portland, OR 97239
 
503-274-8803



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maya Jarrad
2445 SE 76th Ave
Portland, OR 97206



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darren Woolsey
Kings Drive
Wrose
Bradford, ot BD2 1PX



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Lovejoy
12  S. Lincoln Street
Kennewick, WA 99336



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Chapin
7126 N Interstate Ave
Portland, OR 97217
 
5039526279



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Faye Brehm
PO Box 157
Underwood, WA 98651



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
SHARON LEE
2277 NEBARON CT
BEND, OR 97701



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Mills
126 e 44 th st
vancouver, WA 98663



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Struthers
1965 Westside Hwy #68
Kelso, WA 98626
 
3602005380



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melody Shapiro
PO Box 674
Hood River, OR 97031
 
5413865828



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Paoluzzi
Via Marconi 1
Sacile, ot 33077



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
david walseth
1919 ne 123rd ave
vancouver, WA 98684
 
3604332972



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nick Southall
1026 25th St
Hood River, OR 97031
 
5418064420



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
 I urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Isa Silver
431 Hess Road
White Salmon, WA 98672



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Rader
2803 P Street
Vancouver, WA 98663



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
 Rebecca Hormann
101 Lakeshore Drive
 Stevenson, WA 98648
 
 509 427 7734



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Polychronis
PO box 639
the Dalles, OR 97058
 
5419808242



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Grobelny
2506 E 28th Street
Vancouver, WA 98661
 
(503) 804-6082



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Mark Casebier
1351 Poplar Street
Sweet Home, OR 97386
 
541-367-5583



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
My boyfriend has terminal lung cancer. Many other people in my life are fighting different
kinds of cancer. This is why I have a serious concern about the Department of Ecology’s
proposal to continue to not seriously regulate toxic pollution to our waterways in
Washington State.  Rather than deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening
public health, Ecology is taking short cuts and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s
proposal increases allowable cancer risk tenfold.  In most of these regulation
"adjustments", the Dep't of Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on
potent neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  The people and the aquatic species that many rely on for their
livelihoods in this state and country and world deserve standards that protect public health
for everyone.  I urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to
cleaner, safer waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law
and protect public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on
local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Solamon
741 SE 48th Ave.
Portland, OR 97215
 
360-666-1070



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nell Parker
808 NE Church
Portland, OR 97211



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Bischoff
176 old hickory place
junction city, KS 66441
 
555 555 5555



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randi Fitch
PO Box 455
Trout Lake , WA 98650
 
509-395-9314



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liv Brumfield
1718 SE 34th Avenue
Portland, OR 97214
 
434-907-1787



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
There should be 0 tolerance for toxic chemical pollution. It is our duty to future generations
to take care of this planet. We are losing species daily due to chemical pollution. Our
generation will be an embarrassment in the future, if we do not stop fouling our nest!
 
Sincerely,
 
jonnel covault
14114 SE Redwood Ave
Portland, OR 97267
 
503 407 2144



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
tammi trail
220 s. nelson
spokane, WA 99202
 
5092948495



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Kershner
327 NE Roth St
portland, OR 97211



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Coscione
8538 N. Syracuse St.
Portland, OR 97203



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dina Roberts
W 30th St
Vancouver, WA 98660



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherry Perkins
12034 78th Ave S
Seattle, WA 98178



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherry Perkins
12034 78th Ave S
Seattle, WA 98178



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeff kipilman
3315 ne 41st ave
portland, OR 97212
 
503 752-2744



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne St john
1126  Ave. F
Seaside, OR 97138
 
5034400384



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
I am a systems ecologist, teacher and I vote.
 
I live in Oregon. Many of WA's watersheds drain to the Columbia. I live on the Columbia.
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
andrew stone
2229 se orange ave
portland, OR 97214
 
5032395524



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Washingtonians love their coastlines, rivers and lakes. In fact, many of us live here
because of them. I want Ecology to do more to protect our waterways from pollution.
 
Ecology’s proposal amounts to largely maintaining the status quo when it comes to toxic
pollution in our waterways and fish. But worse, the state’s proposal increases allowable
cancer risk tenfold! Please deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening
public health in a serious way. Please place strict and aggressive restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
I urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Crissy Trask
PO Box 475
White Salmon, WA 98672



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
 Rebecca Hormann
101 Lakeshore Drive
 Stevenson, WA 98648
 
 509 427 7734



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Moore
328 SE Wyers St
475
White Salmon, WA 98672-475



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abigail Cermak
3837 Fairhaven Drive
West Linn, OR 97068
 
503-810-1835



From: Lauren Goldberg
To: ECY RE SWQS
Subject: Comments, Water Quality Standards
Date: Monday, March 23, 2015 4:06:47 PM
Attachments: 2015.03.23 Updated ECOLOGY Water Quality Public Comments.pdf

Earlier today I submitted public comments on behalf of Columbia Riverkeeper members.  Since this
morning, additional people submitted comments through Riverkeeper's website. In turn, I am sending an
updated PDF document that compiles approximately 185 comments.

Please confirm receipt of this email and the attached comments. Thank you.

-- 

Lauren Goldberg | Staff Attorney 
Columbia Riverkeeper | 111 Third St. Hood River,
OR 97031 
541.965.0985 | lauren@columbiariverkeeper.org

    www.columbiariverkeeper.org

mailto:lauren@columbiariverkeeper.org
mailto:ECYRESWQS@ECY.WA.GOV
mailto:lauren@columbiariverkeeper.org
http://www.columbiariverkeeper.org/



Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Metzger
5105 SW Evelyn St.
Portland, OR 97219
 
5032468505







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Rankin
111 NW 11th
Corvallis, OR 97330







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tara Miller
4620 NE 14th Pl
Portland, OR 97211







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish. Protect us NOW!!
 
Sincerely,
 
Cal Roberts
9305 NE 25th CT
Vancouver, WA 98665
 
1360 892 1985







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Species
1922 9th Ave. # 401
Seattle, WA 98101







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Wood
PO Box 1662
Hood River, OR 97031
 
5413872023







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Hays
18553 S Ferguson Rd
Oregon City, OR 97045
 
(503) 631-4463







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Brinkley
2582 W 28th Ave
Eugene, OR 97405







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Since the Columbia River borders Oregon, and I enjoy the outdoors (and spend money in
the process) in Washington, this issue affects me even though I am not a Washington
resident.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tod E. Fiste
Portland, OR
 
Tod Fiste
2037 N Winchell St
Portland, OR 97217
 
5033511665







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is UNACCEPTABLE!!  Rather than deal
with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short
cuts and CREATING LOOPHOLES!  For example, the state’s proposal INCREASES
allowable CANCER RISK TENFOLD---and in many cases, Ecology’s proposal does
NOTHING to increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known cancer-causing
pollutants!!
 
This is UNACCEPTABLE!  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.
I STRONGLY URGE Ecology to establish STRONGER water quality standards that will
lead to cleaner, safer waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow
the law and protect public health, EPA HAS AN OBLIGATION TO STEP IN and protect
people who rely on local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,  David M. Scheer, DC
 
David Scheer
2715 Cody Circle...#102
Bellingham, WA 98225







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
How many people get sick because of these pollutants?
 
Sincerely,
 
bruce bauer
PO Box 1604
medford, OR 97501







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Engle
5946 NE Hoyt
portland, OR 97213
 
503-896-9967







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Or we could just boycott Washington products.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Albert
285 NW 35th Street, Apt.8
Corvallis, OR 97330
 
5417532910







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish. '
Obviously this is a very complex issue, but I have first hand knowledge of the pollution in
Willapa Bay as a result of the use of pesticides for over 60 years in the case of carbaryl.
The scientific information on glyphosate which has been used indiscriminately all over
Washington state is linking this chemical to various cancers, parkinsons et al, and yet
neither carbaryl or glyphosate are mentioned as chemicals to be reviewed in any clean
water assessment.  Chris Grue a researcher for the University of Washington and the
Pacific Coast Oystergrowers association had an abstract published(2003) that stated that
glyphosate had been found in the gonads of willapa bay oysters.  The study on which that
was based has not been released.  These are only the tip of the iceberg in Washington
State and the DOE's failure to protect the health of our ecosystem and the people who eat
the fish and shellfish et al.  It seems to never be mentioned that the water does not belong
to those who pollute the water, it belongs to the people and the people deserve better from
the agencies who have the responsibility to take of our precious water resources.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fritz Cohen
PO Box 82
Nahcotta, WA 98637
 
3606654543







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Sullivan
7220 99th Ave SW
Lakewood , WA 98498
 
253-278-1026







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jared Howe
4107 Martin Luther King, Jr. Way S
Seattle, WA 98108
 
206-250-2568







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Ballard
18008 176th Ave NE
Woodinville, WA 98072







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
I'm from Oregon now, but toxic pollutants entering Washington waterways draining into the
Columbia River and the Pacific Coast affect me and everyone else in this state, not to
mention the entire food chain throughout the Pacific Northwest.  Please do everything you
can to strengthen standards, NOT weaken them!
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darvel Lloyd
54 S.E. 74th Ave.
Portland, OR 97215
 
503-251-2784







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Morrison
19030 Fremont Avenue North
Shoreline, WA 98133







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Morrison
19030 Fremont Avenue North
Shoreline, WA 98133







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evan Neptune
38th st
vancouver, WA 98683
 
(360) 256-9028







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve grumm
2613 nw 63rd st.
seattle, WA 98107
 
206-922-3361







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Hays
18553 S Ferguson Rd
Oregon City, OR 97045
 
(503) 631-4463







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russell Luke
708 W 38th St
Vancouver, WA 98660
 
3606245927







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Harris
5920 Iowa Dr
Hood River, OR 97031
 
4062705352







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa Allen
6184 North Fork Rd.
Deming, WA 98244







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara King
6647 Montevista Dr SE
Auburn, WA 98092







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fredrick Seil
1 Twain Ave.
Berkeley, CA 94708







Washington Department of Ecology
 
EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to mess with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo concerning
toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with the
serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  The state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk tenfold.  In
many cases, Ecology’s proposal does not increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and
known cancer causing pollutants.
 
We deserve standards that protect public health.  Ecology must establish stronger water
quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer waterways without pollution loopholes.  If
Ecology does not follow the law and protect public health, EPA has an obligation to step in
and protect people who rely on local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Nitz
802 Front
Missoula, MT 59802







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rob Cochran
2019 SE 12th Ave
Portland, OR 97214







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rusty West
1622 NE Perkins Way
Shoreline, WA 98155







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Naomi Berg
1115 SE Rex Street
Portland, OR 97202







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Mullett & Patricia March
723 Lafayette Ave
Columbus, IN 47201
 
8123727245







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Angell
ponderosa rd
rescue, CA 95672







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marguery Lee Zucker
1966 Orchard St.
Eugene, OR 97403







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
 We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone not only corporations and
Ecology is charged with this duty.  I urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality
standards that will lead to cleaner, safer waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology
does not follow the law and protect public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and
protect people who rely on local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Howard Shapiro
7426 SE 21st Ave.
Portland, OR 97202
 
9712795819







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Cole
806 NE Pinebrook Ave
Vancouver, WA 98684
 
3602544676







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
It is time to move beyond maintaining the status quo when it comes to toxic pollution in our
waterways and fish. Rather than cook the numbers and definitions of what is acceptable,
what is needed here is just a small bit of bravery (since this quality is completely absent at
the federal level). As a state governing authority, you are more connected to the
communities which are effected by the health of our water byways.  In many cases,
Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known
cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.
Please establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer waterways
without pollution loopholes. 
 
Sincerely,
 
George Jacobs
 
George Jacobs
3104 SE Morrison St.
Portland, OR 97214
 
5032368083







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Ceravolo
1271 ne 219
Ridgefield, WA 98642







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gretchen Clay
2612 Utter St.
Bellingham, WA 98225
 
360 6500963







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zbigniew Grabowski
89 NE Meikle Pl
Portland, OR 97213
 
8606174106







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely, John Cronk
 
john cronk
910 NW 117th Street
Vancouver, WA 98685
 
3606079648







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mauria McClay
8125 NE Wygant
Portland, OR 97218







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mytzi Rudolph
222 e st1
vancouver, WA 98663
 
360 2566311







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Teach
3708 E Evergreen Blvd
Vancouver, WA 98661
 
3606949753







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Hultengren
1570 Aerial Way S. E.
Salem,, OR 97302







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nona Franklin
PO Box 1296
Fairview, OR 97024
 
5036697159







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty J. Van Wicklen
41 Lake Shore Dr.  #2B
Watervliet, NY 12189
 
999-999-9999







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
sylvie C
le bourg
cubjac, ot 24640







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brent Rocks
1518 SW Upper Hall st
Portland, OR 97201







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maxine Schwartz
8325 SE 11th Ave
Portland, OR 97202







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,BJ Cornett
 
Ursula Petralia
1604 w state route 4
skamokawa, WV 98647
 
(360) 795-3025







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virgene Link
P.O.Box 543
Anacortes, WA 98221







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Hague
1 3rd Street Unit #201
Astoria, OR 97103







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie and Doug  Rohrer
4416 Landmark Dr
Mount Vernon, WA 98274
 
360-428-0351







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne Oulman
816 14th St Bellingham, WA 98225-6304
Bellingham, WA 98225
 
360-961-5447







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
I can't believe we actually have to ASK you to stop the poisoning of our food supply. DO
THE RIGHT THING!
 
Sincerely,
 
David & Judith Laws
1718 Valencia Street
Bellingham, WA 98229
 
360 650-1015







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but mainly to maintain the lax status quo when
it comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is not acceptable. 
 
Ecology is taking short cuts and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal
increases allowable cancer risk tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does
absolutely nothing to increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known cancer-
causing pollutants. This is not acceptable. 
 
We deserve standards that genuinely protect public health for everyone.  I urge Ecology to
establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer waterways without
pollution loopholes.  If Ecology will not follow the law and protect public health, EPA has a
duty to step in and protect people who rely on local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ramona Crocker
9720 SW Robbins Dr.
Beaverton, OR 97008
 
503-524-7547







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hal Anthony
3995 Russell Road
Grants Pass, OR 97526







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adina Parsley
20420 Marine Dr, Apt P2
Stanwood, WA 98292







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Goldrich
2262 Birch Ln.
Eugene, OR 97403







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda  MacKay
504 W 24th
Vancouver, WA 98660
 
360-906-8106







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda  MacKay
504 W 24th
Vancouver, WA 98660
 
360-906-8106







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Why is it that we won't stop killing the waters, chopping the trees, hunting the animals just
because we have blood in our eye.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linore Blackstone
1745 NE 29th Ave
Portland, OR 97213







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
More than unacceptable, unethical, cruel, immoral. Amazing what monsters we humans
have become. Are we blind to what we are doing, all that we are destroying?
 
Sincerely,
 
Linore Blackstone
1745 NE 29th Ave
Portland, OR 97213







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colette Heath
20 Halsey Rd Apt 2
Astoria, OR 97103
 
5038916821







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Aszman
2277 Glenwood Hwy.
Goldendale, WA 98620
 
5097737794







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gordon and Talula Wilson
1315 SE 35th
Portland, OR 97214
 
503-956-6634







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
It's absolutely astounding that WA state has some of the nation's least protective toxic
pollution standards. And your current proposal does nothing to keep the toxins out of our
waterways. For being such a progressive state, it's really frustrating that the polluters
clearly are running the show when it comes to stopping them from continuing to poison our
waterways. Enough is enough. Please go back to the drawing board and come up with a
proposal without loopholes that will protect our precious waters from this onslaught of
toxins.
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gayle Janzen
11232 Dayton Ave N
Seattle, WA 98133
 
(206) 362-9278







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Nagy
1715 SE Reedway St.
Portland, OR 97202
 
503-232-7597







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Gannon
162 W. Grand Avenue
Astoria, OR 97103
 
503-325-3454







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Kaminker
10638 SW Capitol Hwy
Portland, OR 97219







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim McDonald
4723 126th St NE
Marysville, WA 98271







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Tyree II
9005 SW Caroline Dr
Portland, OR 97225
 
5038905615







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Rothenberger
9 Merlin Avenue
New Fairfield, CT 06812
 
9144838642







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Caspers-Curl
P.O. Box 1
Naselle, WA 98638
 
360-484-7783







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janna Rolland
6227 34th Avenue NE
Seattle, WA 98115







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paris Hunt
4045 N Colonial Ave.
Portland, OR 97227
 
7757629893







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
Judith Landy
 
Judith                           Landy
North 30th St.
Mount Vernon, WA 98273







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
In a state known for its pristine beauty, gorgeous waterways, towering mountains, and
beautiful forests it seems preposterous that Washington does not have the protections in
place to protect its water quality. It is time that changes!
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Couche
4718 SE 31st Ave.
Portland, OR 97202
 
5039980185







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elyette Weinstein
5000 Orvas Court SE
Olympia, WA 98501







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Langley
1 Third St #201
Astoria, OR 97103
 
5034682080







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet M. Anderson
570 Canyon Vista Drive
Paso Robles, CA 93446







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russ Berger
5639 E. Gateway Dr.
Boise, ID 83716
 
2083830075







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Baus
1419 NE 103rd Ct
Vancouver, WA 98664
 
(360) 253-3141







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Monahan
2425 Glen Haven Road
Lake Oswego, OR 97034







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Verbeck
200 W 28th S
Vancouver, WA 98660







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Tinker
5558 SE Oak
Portland, OR 97215







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Brown
800 Highway 238
Jacksonville, OR 97530







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Smith
3733 e smith rd
Bellingham, WA 98226







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and WA Dept. of Ecology,
 
WA Dept. of Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo
when it comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than
deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking
short cuts and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable
cancer risk tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase
restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is reprehensible!  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janna Auslam
1718 SE 42nd Ave.
Portland, OR 97215







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Neil Shargel
3940 NE 20th Ave
Portland, OR 97212
 
5032881852







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Badger-Cain
3118 SE Schiller St.
Portland, OR 97202
 
503-249-2853







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Basey Klopp
1808 NW Vicksburg Avenue
Bend, OR 97701







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Please be sure to do the right thing. Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely
maintain the status quo when it comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is
unacceptable.  Rather than deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening
public health, Ecology is taking short cuts and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s
proposal increases allowable cancer risk tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does
nothing to increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known cancer-causing
pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable to me.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.
 I Laura Patterson, urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead
to cleaner, safer waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law
and protect public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on
local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Patterson
5416 N. McKinzie Rd
Otis Orchards, WA 99027
 
5094758979







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Zuniga
301 NE 65th Ave
Portland, OR 97213
 
5032610916







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology’s proposal:
 
 takes short cuts and creates loopholes 
increases allowable cancer risk tenfold. 
does nothing to increase restrictions on known cancer-causing pollutants & neurotoxins
and ignores current increased fish consumption rates
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.
 
If Ecology does not follow the law and protect public health, EPA has an obligation to step
in and protect people. We are all exposed to toxins every day from a variety of sources,
some outside our control. This is one source where the government has control, and they
need to protect Washington citizens.
 
It’s time now to make a positive change.  Washington can lead the region with stronger
water quality standards without pollution loopholes, that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways for everyone.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Marty Bankhead
17709 Hill Way
Lake Oswego, OR 97035
 
503-804-7849







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Jackson
P.O. Box 33 (775 SE Chadwick)
Roseburg, OR 97470







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Berg
1313 SE Chelsea Ave
Vancouver, WA 98664
 
3606936569







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Madya Panfilio
PO Box 2552
Vancouver, WA 98668
 
3605214382







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cal Mendleoshn
80 Prospect Avenue
Nanuet, NY 10954







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Teresa Schollhorn
Cabildo 2262
2262
Buenos Aires, ot 1428







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
AniMae Chi
405 North Arnaz Street
Ojai, CA 93023







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Vieira
63 Russek Dr.
Staten Island, NY 10312
 
7189846513







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christeen Anderson
4609 Top Flight Dr.
4609 Top F
Crestview, FL 32539
 
8503985929







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Enlow
1460 NW Ashley Dr
Albany, OR 97321
 
5417380782







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
stephen shubert
61 Sutherland Road
Friday Harbor, WA 98250
 
360-378-6622







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tammy Maygra
 
Tammy Maygra
34319 Canaan Rd.
Deer Island, OR 97054
 
5033971967







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Nettleton
4311 SE 37th Ave. #21
Portland, OR 97202
 
9712071142







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darlene Waldron
P.O. Box 475
Dannemora, NY 12929







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Dury
1135 SE 36th Ave
Portland, OR 97214
 
5039543779







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish. I personally for years, have watch the the paper company's along the river
dump untold amounts of material in the river that turn the water a red amber this can not
be good for anyone but the polluters.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sam Valdez
1198 altoona Pillar Rock Rd.
Rosburg, WA 98643
 
360-465-2647







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to continue allowing toxic pollution in our waterways and fish is
unacceptable.  Rather than deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening
public health, Ecology is taking short cuts and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s
proposal increases allowable cancer risk tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does
nothing to increase restrictions on potent neurotoxins and known cancer-causing
pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tamara Stephas
809 23rd Ave E
Seattle, WA 98112
 
206.726.9845







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
natasha salgado
5 maynard ave
5 maynard ave
toronto, MD 21122







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
JC Bower
1904 Gary St
Sumner, WA 98390
 
2538638911







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Krista Slavin
1764 Cass Lake Road
Keego Harbor, MI 48320







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Gillespie
107 Schafer St Condo 8A
Condo 8A
Wenatchee, WA 98801
 
5096799829







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bartlomiej Tomczak
Targowa 37
Lodz, ot 90451







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Winston Anderson
4207 NE 32nd Ave
Portland, OR 97211







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
fred fall
106 uxbridge
cherry hill, NJ 08034







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael and Deborah Hall
16 Churchill Downs
Lake Oswego, OR 97035
 
9716781671







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Caster
115 Cross Dike Rd
Cathlamet, WA 98612
 
3608494441







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Cyders
33975 SE Seven Oaks Dr
Scappoose, OR 97056
 
503-313-5136







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish. A no-brainer!
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet J. Slobin
2340 Brewer Lane
Portland, OR 97229
 
503-200-2202







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lois Jordan
9161 E. Walnut Tree Dr.
Tucson, AZ 85749







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Mulcare
1110 Benjamin St
Clarkston, WA 99403
 
509-758-3934







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sammy Low
20420 Marine Dr, Apt P2
Stanwood, WA 98292







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Washington Department of Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain
the status quo when it comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.
 
Rather than deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health,
Ecology is taking short cuts and creating loopholes. Just to mention one egregions an
unconsionable  example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk tenfold. This
is not sound ecology; it is supporting policy written by those emitting toxic pollution.
 
In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.
 
Washington State residents deserve standards that protect public health for everyone. I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes for unaccountable violators.
 
If Ecology chooses, whether under pressure from outside interests, or its own failure to
understand the danger of its policies, to avoid following the law and instead fails to protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sigrid Asmus
4009 24 Ave W
Seattle, WA 98199
 
206-283-1382







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
I love it here. I have lived in Washington my entire life and one of the very greatest things
about living here is enjoying the amazing rivers and coasts and the bounty that they
support. It is so important to me that this water remains safe and clean, both for the
humans that enjoy it and the diverse ecologies that depend on it.
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tel Jensen
Post Office Box 436
Woodland, WA 98674
 
425-417-1368







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
P.E. Crawford
234 NE Frank Johns Rd
Stevenson,, WA 98648
 
509.427.7257







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Anne Stansbury
5519 SW Multnomah Blvd.
Portland, OR 97219







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Anne Stansbury
5519 SW Multnomah Blvd.
Portland, OR 97219







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
I am writing to support strong environmental regulations that reduce the level of toxins
allowed to enter our rivers and maintain or increase (not decrease) the allowable cancer
risk.
Doing so is important for human health and environmental quality and sends a message
that it's time to innovate so that our industrial practices deliver triple bottom line
performance.
 
Sincerely,
Janet Hammer
 
Janet Hammer
2502 NE 58th Ave
Portland, OR 97213
 
503-493-1120







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Goodman
51 Broomall Lane
Glen Mills, PA 19342
 
610-455-3896







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ineke Deruyter
9322 N Oswego Ave
Portland, OR 97203
 
503-286-6364







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Keene
7536 Gladstone Ave
White City, OR 97503







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hal Glidden
419 Briar Rd
Bellingham, WA 98225







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Walseth
1919 NE 123rd Ave
Vancouver, WA 98684
 
3609042540







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Thomas
639 15th St
Richmond, CA 94801







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nick Barcott
1318 N. Lake Stickney Dr.
Lynnwood, WA 98087







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Sherwood
1719 SE 35th Ave.
Portland, OR 97214
 
503 232-4266







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack West
3914 SE Licyntra Lane
Milwaukie, OR 97222
 
5036597922







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stuart R. Shaw
2559 Ojai Ct. NW
Salem, OR 97304







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Neste
4437 Garden Club St.
High point, CT 27265







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carson Churchill
1335 Overhulse Rd.
Olympia, WA 98502
 
2536863382







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ana R
Suboticka
Zagreb, ot 10000







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Giana Peranio-Paz
150 Tulip Trail
Hendersonville, NC 28792







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Giana Peranio-Paz
150 Tulip Trail
Hendersonville, NC 28792







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Joos
4259 SW Patrick Pl
Portland, OR 97239
 
503-274-8803







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maya Jarrad
2445 SE 76th Ave
Portland, OR 97206







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darren Woolsey
Kings Drive
Wrose
Bradford, ot BD2 1PX







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Lovejoy
12  S. Lincoln Street
Kennewick, WA 99336







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Chapin
7126 N Interstate Ave
Portland, OR 97217
 
5039526279







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Faye Brehm
PO Box 157
Underwood, WA 98651







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
SHARON LEE
2277 NEBARON CT
BEND, OR 97701







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Mills
126 e 44 th st
vancouver, WA 98663







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Struthers
1965 Westside Hwy #68
Kelso, WA 98626
 
3602005380







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melody Shapiro
PO Box 674
Hood River, OR 97031
 
5413865828







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Paoluzzi
Via Marconi 1
Sacile, ot 33077







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
david walseth
1919 ne 123rd ave
vancouver, WA 98684
 
3604332972







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nick Southall
1026 25th St
Hood River, OR 97031
 
5418064420







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
 I urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Isa Silver
431 Hess Road
White Salmon, WA 98672







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Rader
2803 P Street
Vancouver, WA 98663







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
 Rebecca Hormann
101 Lakeshore Drive
 Stevenson, WA 98648
 
 509 427 7734







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Polychronis
PO box 639
the Dalles, OR 97058
 
5419808242







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Grobelny
2506 E 28th Street
Vancouver, WA 98661
 
(503) 804-6082







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Mark Casebier
1351 Poplar Street
Sweet Home, OR 97386
 
541-367-5583







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
My boyfriend has terminal lung cancer. Many other people in my life are fighting different
kinds of cancer. This is why I have a serious concern about the Department of Ecology’s
proposal to continue to not seriously regulate toxic pollution to our waterways in
Washington State.  Rather than deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening
public health, Ecology is taking short cuts and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s
proposal increases allowable cancer risk tenfold.  In most of these regulation
"adjustments", the Dep't of Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on
potent neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  The people and the aquatic species that many rely on for their
livelihoods in this state and country and world deserve standards that protect public health
for everyone.  I urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to
cleaner, safer waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law
and protect public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on
local fish and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Solamon
741 SE 48th Ave.
Portland, OR 97215
 
360-666-1070







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nell Parker
808 NE Church
Portland, OR 97211







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Bischoff
176 old hickory place
junction city, KS 66441
 
555 555 5555







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randi Fitch
PO Box 455
Trout Lake , WA 98650
 
509-395-9314







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liv Brumfield
1718 SE 34th Avenue
Portland, OR 97214
 
434-907-1787







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
There should be 0 tolerance for toxic chemical pollution. It is our duty to future generations
to take care of this planet. We are losing species daily due to chemical pollution. Our
generation will be an embarrassment in the future, if we do not stop fouling our nest!
 
Sincerely,
 
jonnel covault
14114 SE Redwood Ave
Portland, OR 97267
 
503 407 2144







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
tammi trail
220 s. nelson
spokane, WA 99202
 
5092948495







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Kershner
327 NE Roth St
portland, OR 97211







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Coscione
8538 N. Syracuse St.
Portland, OR 97203







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dina Roberts
W 30th St
Vancouver, WA 98660







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherry Perkins
12034 78th Ave S
Seattle, WA 98178







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherry Perkins
12034 78th Ave S
Seattle, WA 98178







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeff kipilman
3315 ne 41st ave
portland, OR 97212
 
503 752-2744







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne St john
1126  Ave. F
Seaside, OR 97138
 
5034400384







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
I am a systems ecologist, teacher and I vote.
 
I live in Oregon. Many of WA's watersheds drain to the Columbia. I live on the Columbia.
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
andrew stone
2229 se orange ave
portland, OR 97214
 
5032395524







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Washingtonians love their coastlines, rivers and lakes. In fact, many of us live here
because of them. I want Ecology to do more to protect our waterways from pollution.
 
Ecology’s proposal amounts to largely maintaining the status quo when it comes to toxic
pollution in our waterways and fish. But worse, the state’s proposal increases allowable
cancer risk tenfold! Please deal with the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening
public health in a serious way. Please place strict and aggressive restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
I urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Crissy Trask
PO Box 475
White Salmon, WA 98672







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
 Rebecca Hormann
101 Lakeshore Drive
 Stevenson, WA 98648
 
 509 427 7734







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Moore
328 SE Wyers St
475
White Salmon, WA 98672-475







Washington Department of Ecology
 
Dear EPA and Ecology,
 
Ecology’s proposal to tinker with numbers, but largely maintain the status quo when it
comes to toxic pollution in our waterways and fish, is unacceptable.  Rather than deal with
the serious problem of toxic pollution threatening public health, Ecology is taking short cuts
and creating loopholes.  For example, the state’s proposal increases allowable cancer risk
tenfold.  In many cases, Ecology’s proposal does nothing to increase restrictions on potent
neurotoxins and known cancer-causing pollutants.
 
This is unacceptable.  We deserve standards that protect public health for everyone.  I
urge Ecology to establish stronger water quality standards that will lead to cleaner, safer
waterways without pollution loopholes.  If Ecology does not follow the law and protect
public health, EPA has an obligation to step in and protect people who rely on local fish
and shellfish.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abigail Cermak
3837 Fairhaven Drive
West Linn, OR 97068
 
503-810-1835
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